Liponis v. Bach Clerk\u27s Record v. 1 Dckt. 34713 by unknown
UIdaho Law
Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law
Idaho Supreme Court Records & Briefs
3-25-2009
Liponis v. Bach Clerk's Record v. 1 Dckt. 34713
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.law.uidaho.edu/
idaho_supreme_court_record_briefs
This Court Document is brought to you for free and open access by Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law. It has been accepted for inclusion in Idaho
Supreme Court Records & Briefs by an authorized administrator of Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law.
Recommended Citation
"Liponis v. Bach Clerk's Record v. 1 Dckt. 34713" (2009). Idaho Supreme Court Records & Briefs. 181.
https://digitalcommons.law.uidaho.edu/idaho_supreme_court_record_briefs/181
IN THE 
OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Estate of Jack Lee McLean and survivinq beneficiaries 
and Mark J. Liponis, individuallv and as trustee 
Plaintiffs1 AppellantsICross Respondents 
VS. 
John N. Bach 
Defendant1 RespondentlCross Appellant 
Appealed from the District Courf of the Seventh - Judicial 
- 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for Tefon - County 
Hon Jon J. Shindurlinq , District Judge 
Marvin a Smith. PO Box 51630 Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
John N Bach, PO Box 101 Driqqs, Idaho 83422 
Pro Se 
. - - "- 
Filed this 7 -  - *- dayof 4 ~ i . i  ,OPY I - - - - - - , 20 1I 
Clerk 
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bu& hurt --~ourt of ~ p p e 4 s L  
Entered on ATS by: - -- - I d  
Supreme C o u r t  N o .  34713 
T e t o n  C o u n t y  N o .  CV 01-033 
ESTATE OF JACK LEE McLEAN and surviving 
beneficiaries, and MARK J. LIPONIS, 
individually and as trustee 
PlaintiffsIAppellantslCross Respondents 
John N Bach 
Defendant1 RespondentlCross Appellant 
Marvin K. Smith 
PO Box 51630 
ldaho Falls, ldaho 83405 
John N. Bach, Pro Se 
P.O. Box 101 
Driggs, ldaho 83422 
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TETO! GO. 
DlSTilC r COURT 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 1 
LIPONIS, Trustee ) 
) Case No. CV-01- 
P la in t i f fs ,  1 
v. 
1 
) 
) COMPLAINT 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka John N. 
Bach 
) 
1 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) FEE CATEGORY: 
-----_---------_-------------- ) FEE: $ 
Plaintiffs allege as follows that: 
1. At all times herein Mark J. Liponis was a non-resident of the state of 
ldaho and that Jack Lee McLean was a resident of the state of Idaho. Each 
plaintiff will be referred to as Liponis or McLean. 
2. At all times herein Defendant, Jovan N. Bachovich aka John N. Bach, 
resided in Driggs, Teton County, Idaho, at 195 N. Highway 33. Said defendant 
will be referred to as defendant or Bach. 
3. All financial agreements, contracts, check and money exchanges and 
money deposits involved herein occurred within the state of ldaho and that 
this court has jurisdiction of this matter. 
4. Defendant represented to plaintiffs during their association with 
him in 1993 and 1994 that he was a licensed attorney practicing in California 
and Idaho. However, Bach was in reality a debarred California attorney and 
was not and has never been an Idaho attorney. 
5. Defendant gained the confidence and friendship of plaintiffs and 
requested that the three of them join equally in a joint venture in purchasing 
I 33 acres of real property. The property had some frontage upon Highway 33 
I 
north of Driggs, Idaho, and the venture was for the purpose of developing it 
commercially. The representations by defendant to each plaintiff was that 
each party, i.e.--Liponis, McLean and Bach--, would pay the same amount into 
said joint venture for the real estate to be purchased. The land would then be 
resold and that the potential for gain for each would be flattering. 
6. Said representations by Bach were false and intentionally made with 
the purpose to deceive these plaintiffs and were made as part of his "come 
on" inducement for them to participate in the joint venture. Bach 
represented to Liponis that Liponis needed to provide $60,500.00 for his one- 
third joint venture interest. Bach then represented to McLean that McLean 
needed to provide $22,000.00 for his one-third joint venture interest. Bach 
stated to each of them that he was paying into the joint venture an amount 
similar to that which they were paying. 
7. Liponis and McLean knew nothing about each other prior to the 
closing, nor had they ever met or spoken to one another. 
8. Bach contributed little i f  any funds into the joint venture to 
purchase the land. A copy of the joint venture agreement is incorporated 
herein and annexed hereto as exhibit A. It was recorded as instrument no. 
1171 11, records of Teton County. Said joint venture created a fiduciary 
relationship among all participants and Bach should be held accountable for 
the secretion and misuse of the joint venture funds. 
9. Unknown to Liponis, and to McLean until the time of closing, the 
purchase price for the 33 acres was $61,000.00. 
10. Liponis paid $60,500.00 directly to the title company closing the 
transaction, as his contribution to the joint venture. McLean paid $5000.00 
>, ,-, ,- - -., ,' ) 
tJ Li L' 0 i., k 
directly to the title company, as part of his contribution to the joint venture, 
and in addition he should be credited with the $1000.00 earnest money 
deposit previously paid to Teton Vista Realty by McLean and subsequently 
transferred to the title company at the closing of the transaction. Bach paid 
little or nothing. At the same time, Bach demanded from McLean, and McLean 
paid, as per Bach1s instructions, for his contribution to the joint venture, the 
additional sum of $17,000.00. $7000.00 of that sum Bach directed McLean to 
make payable to one Lee Bach and this was done on 8-3-94. 
11. At the transaction closing it was determined by Bach and plaintiff, 
McLean, that the title company had been overpaid. Bach then signed a 
document instructing the title company to disburse a portion of the over 
payment to himself and the balance to him and McLean. Bach received title 
company check no. 6712 for $590.97. 
12. The title company's check no. 671 1 for $5000, dated 8-9-94, made 
payable to McLean and Bach, which was part of the over payment refunded by 
the title company, was then deposited in The Bank of Commerce for creation 
of the joint venture trust account called Liponis-Emporium Trust Account, 
dated 8-10-94. A copy of the account card is attached hereto as exhibit B and 
incorporated in full herein. Joint venture member Mark J. Liponis's tax I.D. 
number was placed upon the account card to be used to identify the trust 
account for tax reporting purposes. 
13. By a writing dated October 5, 1994, Bach informed Liponis that 
Liponis should sign the "Original signature card for LIPONIS-EMPORIUM TRUST 
ACCOUNT" by signing "in the space above my and Jack's (McLean) signature" 
and mail it to the bank. 
14. Bach then further states: 
"2. Copy of duplicate deposit slip showing deposit into said account of 
$5,000.00 which represents a price adjustment and refund on the purchase 
price of the parcel since there were less than 33 acres. This money serves as 
a slush fund fund (sic) to pay taxes on the property, make fence improvements 
- 1 7  - - G G U C I \ ~  i 
or cleanup, etc. of the property. ..." A copy of this letter is attached hereto 
as exhibit C and hereby incorporated in full. 
15. Plaintiffs never had mentioned or intimated to them in any way by 
Bach that there would be an unequal monetary contribution to the joint 
venture from each for the total land price, or that there would be a fee for 
legal or real estate advice; that neither plaintiff is or has been financially 
obligated in any manner to Bach. 
16. That plaintiffs possess information and believe that other monies 
from third parties in excess of $17,000.00 were deposited into said trust 
account for plaintiffs' benefit and the plaintiffs have not been notified by 
defendant of any disbursements of these funds. 
17. Plaintiffs have reason to believe that in excess of $55,000.00 of 
monies have been deposited into said trust account; plaintiffs allege that 
Bach secreted said funds from said account in violation of the provisions of 
the joint venture agreement and without informing or obtaining approval from 
p la in t i f f s .  
18. Bach has testified under oath in court that he has personally 
withdrawn all monies from this trust account since its formation in 1994; 
that Bach has never accounted to plaintiffs for any of the funds paid into the 
joint venture or withdrawn from the joint venture trust account. 
19. Plaintiffs have demanded an accounting of the joint venture funds 
and trust account funds from Bach; plaintiffs have no knowledge of whether 
the above mentioned joint venture funds and trust account funds were 
expended by defendant in a manner reflective of the original joint venture 
agreement. No accounting of any type has been received. A copy of 
defendant's answer to the request for an accounting of the trust account is 
attached hereto as exhibit D and hereby incorporated in full. 
20. Plaintiffs believe and allege that upon an accounting by defendant 
of all joint venture affairs there will be found due to plaintiffs from 
defendant a large sum of money, the amount of which is not known to 
- n r 
v v u v 0 :  
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plaintiffs. Plaintiffs demand and need the accounting so that each parties net 
contributions to the joint venture and to the trust account since 1994 may be 
determined. 
21. Plaintiffs, upon advice of counsel and after discussion between 
themselves, agreed and instructed McLean to withdraw the sum of $15,000.00 
from said trust account in November, 2000. This was done. Said trust 
account is now closed. Plaintiffs have retained the sum of $15,000.00 intact. 
22. That plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law, demand an 
accounting of joint venture affairs, and desire that said joint venture 
agreement now be declared null and void and of no legal effect. 
23. Plaintiffs have incurred reasonable attorney fees herein and 
request that the same be awarded to them as by law allowed. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for judgment against Defendant as follows: 
A. For judgment that defendant account to plaintiffs for all moneys 
paid into the joint venture and deposited into and withdrawn from said Trust 
Account; 
B. That plaintiffs have judgment against defendant for any sums found 
to be due plaintiffs from defendant from said joint venture affairs; 
C .  For judgment that said joint venture agreement be declared null and 
void and of no legal effect; 
D. For plaintiffs costs and attorney fees as determined herein; 
E. For punitive damages for the wrongful acts of defendant; 
F. For such other and further relief as may be just. 
DATED this day of February, 2001. 
Alva A. Harris 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS ) 
1 66, 
County of I 
Mark J. Lipqnis, being first d Iy sworn deposes and says: 
That h e  is one of the ~laint ' f fs i n .  the above actlon; that he has read the 
above and foregoing COMPLAIN -, \ i !< .ws t h e  contents thereof, gnd vet'ily 
believes the allegations contained the sin TI\ be true. 
-- ---------------------- 
Mark J. Liponis 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before r .  ? GY .+his t h  day of February, 
2001. 
(SEAL) 
\ --- -- .- - .*------------- 
Nl. tar. PLS~. for Mass. 
Rcsiding at: \' , Mass. 
My Comm. e pir& 
STATE OF IDAHO 1 
: SS. 
County of Teton ) 
\ 
Jack Lee McLean, being first duly sworn depos'es and says: 
That he is one of the Plginliffs in the above actlon; lhat he has I-W: the 
above and foregolng COMPLAINT, knows the contents thereof, a,?d \I, 1:ly 
believes the allegations contained thereln to be true. 
6 k  Lee McLean 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me on this &th day of February, 
2001. .- 
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, TO CLOSE - ESCROW-flos -- &, M. 
Clark Rcccr?~r 
, "  
? o r  good and valuable considerations exchanged, t he  par t ies  
h e r e t o ,  in ~ u r c t a a i n g  t h a t  t h i r t y - t h r e e  plus/rninus (33-k:-1 acre 
parcel on the westerly side of Bighwcy 3 3 ,  adjacent t o  thg 
Drawknife, Driggs, Idaho,  F i r s t  America? ~ i t l e  Coinpany of Idaho1 s 
escrow number , do hereby Corm a jo in t  v6nture  whersby 
each of t h e 3 - u n d e r s i g n e d  will own, have and possess ,  an undivided 
one-third  : (1/3) int~rast, right and t i t l e  in s o i d  proporty, ant3 
da aGree, covenant  and commit themselves to thc following Pureher 
provisions azd conditions of j o i n t  venture  ownership: 
1. The t i t l e  of such proper ty  s h a l l  be i n  the names o f :  
' 'UW J. LIPONIS, M + D * ,  TRUSTEE O f  THF: BASIN CREEK 
KEDICAL, 7.2. PENSION & PROFIT SHARXNG P U N S  and 
SIORHAN McNALLY, as to an undivided one- th i rd  interest; 
JJACX LEE McLEAN, TRUSTZE:,.Oc'.; T,HE JACK LEE I l c U L V  FAMILY 
TRUST , as ta an undivid:ed'".:6nk+'thir,d intexr; sf: ; and' 
TARGHEE Pois',i.~~S EW?ORIUM,' L T ~ ,  .'ia'S',.ta n gndiv  i d ~ d  ono- . .., . 8 ., . ; ,  third in teres t"  . %  . 
a r  as :nay be f u r k h e r  delineated and directed per the 
linited powers of at torney to close said escrow, 
r 
,! 2. All of t h e  parties' title, ownership and all equit&le 
in terests  h e ~ e i n  are specifically and uniquely subject: to; 
h 
i ?I . a )   he spendthrift provisions and/or limited l i a b i l i t y  1 
c ~ n d i t i c i l s ,  protections and terms of each of said I 
t r u s t s ,  e n t l e i e s  or persons, 
I, 
b)  Such title, ownership and interests are f u r t h e r  expres- 
. . sLy conditioned ahd bound to each other upon the 
11.7111 : Undereranc?ing that on ly  ehese parties/jaint venturers  
a re  the soleholders and owners of title and such 
'-f I LED relationships are personal an6 exclusive among them and. 
>,-; ~ki.15 TEOUEST OF no person, e n t i t y ,  vo l i r t t a r i ly  or: : involuntari ly,  p r i -  
va t e ,  public, corporate, government or otherwise,, 
has any claim, r i g h t  of claim or interest hor s h a l l  
Q M  , they ever have, in t h i s  ja in- t ;  ventuxe or i t s  properties, 
I 
. "  ifor ~ ~ 1 1 1  m y  such claims l>e val id  or recognizad, 
C) TSat t h e  approximat,ely three plus/minus (3+/-) acres 
fronting'xighway 3 3  will be doveloped cam.mcrcln~ly/ 
professional office su i t e s  or l i g h t  indus try  w i t h i f i  
3 to 5 years f.roa c lose  of escrow by t h i s  j o i n t  ventcrc .  
8 .  
/"' c d )  The laws~aukhorites of Cal i fo rn i a  and Idaho shall bc 
flfrnu&/------ 
l n d a x ~ , - ,  , . ....- sole ly  apgl icable  hereto to the agreements and provi- s i o n . ~  ,,herein, any ,fiisputas/claims;:related to &nd/of 
asisiig ther~from; and aiiy incansistencies in the appli- 
cation of such t w o  ~ t a t e  laws/aukhoriti .cs,  s h a l l  be 
rosolved by cpplyincj that state's lak ts /authorf t ies  w h i c h  
-* - ,., - cju,ju(j;t 
1 . , .  
F E E - ~ B - ~ B B ~  12 : 28 ~ c ~ u t . 4  tUUNTY CLERK 
20835464 10 p -02 -. . - .--'.".w-Ye 
- r .1 ..'. 
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. . T3 CLGSE ESCROl4 
4 5 . G ~  rr.i?iiLnunl p ro tec t ion ,  e f f e c t  and benaf it t o  t h i z  
agressment, it's s l i r i t  and i n t u n k i o n s .  
3 .  3y thcze  presen t s  anti agreements we ,Go, individually a l d  
1 ,  g r a n t ,  convey and c rea te ,  a limited power of 
a t to rney  to JOHN N. BACK, of Dkiggs,  Idaho,  to finalize 
s ign,  exscute and/or complete all taras, condition$ and 
or agreem,%nt o f  purchase of said,~:~ea~;.i.proPe~~yL1~~'!?&d':s~~~-::~;i 
/,, . 
N -  BACF is oxp~esaly aukhorized, empowered and chEranchiz2 
to s i ~ n  for us any a n d  ai.1 documents t o  carry out the 
purchase said proporty,:.kd record the t i t l e  of s a i d  
proper ty  beir~g purchased in the respective names o f  t h e  
j o i n t  venturers per paraaraph 1 supra ,  page 1, and ta 
to 20 any and nl.1 other acts or events to complete the 
purchase  of s a i d  property. 
4. A copy of t h i s  agreement and limited powers of attorney 
will b e f  axed to' k4~Ki''d. SIPONIS. and SIOBHAN M C W L Y '  ' 
this date who w i l l  have their names/signatures notarized 
to 3 copy of the same.. and all though all parties may .?ot 
sign the same copy h o r e b f ,  a faxed notarized copy fxom 
each of them s h a l l  be considered.'as a dugl lcats  original  
2nd part /parcel  of a l l  other o r i g i n a l s w h i c h  may be sap? . 
are te ly  signed on d i f f e s e n t  copies thereof, 
Each j o i n t  venturer agrees to s i g n  or execute any Or 
all other necessary documents to give:.effect, va l i d i t y  or 
applicetion to t he  agreements, condi t ions  and provisions 
hereof and to cooperate f u l l y  i n  goad f a i t h  and 8i3iqence 
w i t h  each. o the r ,  
hTE?&FORE, h'E: THE UNDERSIGNED TO A G M E  TO EACH AN3 U L  OF ?RE 
hTOAKESAID TERMS, CONDITlONS AND PROVISXONS BY U P I X L N G  AND NQTARIf 
A 
S I N G  OUR HA!*.'rES iiZREZNBEL3W: 
DATED: J u l y  7 , 1594 
OF TEE BASIN CRPZK P!DICAL P a c e  
..;, ; . ' a* , ,  >I:, " 
S1;OBW'iN MCNAZ;LY 
, ;;:; '.*,',).,$', . S '  
'July - , 1994 
w 
- 
JACK LEE MeLEAN, TRUSTEE- OF THE 
JACK LEI MCLEAH FAMILY TRUST 1 
, 1994 TARGHEE POWDER FJlPQRTUM, LTP. 
, . . .  
--- 
BY JOm N. BACH," TXE"--- 
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T A R G H E E  P O i g D E R  
E M P 0 R : I U M  
P.O.  Box 101, 135 Hwy 33N 
~ r i g g s ,  Id;. 8 3 4 2 2  
(203) 3 5 4 - 8 3 0 3  
October 5, 1 9 9 4  
biAM LIPONIS, M - D -  
5 B i shop  Estates 
Lenox, Mass. 0 1 2 4 0  
Dear Mark : 
P e r  my t e lephone  call t o  you of l z s t  n i g h t ,  I am 
enclosing t h e  foLlowing f o r  your reveiw znd response: 
1. O r i g i n a l  s i g n a t u r e  card' f o r  LIPONIS-EYGORIUPI  
TRUST ACQOUNT a long  with a r e tu rn  envelape. 
to Bank of Commerce, ~ r i g y s  O f f i c e .  Please 
s i g n  i n  t h e  space of above mv ~ r ~ d  Jack's 
signature, m a k e  a cop+ for your records and 
m a i l  the o r i q i n a l  per the enclosed envelope. 
2. Copy at duplicate depos i t  s l i p  showing d e p o s i t  
i n t o  said account of $ 5 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  which represents 
a price adjustment and refund on the purchase 
price  of t h e  parcel s ince  Lilere were less t h a n  
33 acres. T h i s  money serves as a slush fund 
fund t o  pay taxes on the property, nalre fence 
improvements o r  cleanup, etc. of t h e  property.  
I couldnlt f i n d  t h e  in te res t :  s ta tement  t h a t  
.I just rece ived  but t he  current balance is 
about: $ 5 , 0 1 1 . 0 0 .  
3 ,  E'our ( 4 )  photos  taken about a rnonth ago of 
the 13.1 acre parcel I ' v e  secured on t h e  w e s t  
side of F I i q i ~ w a y  3 3 ,  j u s t  one eighth of a mile 
from o u r  j o i n t  venture prope r ty  of 32-k acres. 
This  parcel i s  of prime l o c a t i o n ,  v iew,  and 
potential light manufac tu r ing  and for sure 
commercial zoning,  C u r r e n t l y ,  i t  can be down 
zoned t o  2 . 5  acre p a r c e l s .  I t  i s  about an  
eiqhth' of a mile j u s t  n o r t h  of t he  new ASCS 
b u i l i n g  and i s  bordered t o  the south by the 
Teton V a l l e y  Ranch corpora-te and farm yard. 
Across the s t reet  i s  a dairy opera t ion .  The 
price is $10,000.00 per  acre an6 Taryhee 
Powder Emporium will be t a k i n g  one-half w i t h  
the other  one-half (of $ 6 5 , 0 0 0 -  0 0 )  available 
t o  another joint v e n t u r e r  on the  sane ayreenent  
b a s i s  as tile 32+ acre parcel  bas is .  
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The pr i ce  of $10,000.00 an BEE&, seemingly i s  
now the  norm i n  t h a t  geogra2hi.c area n o r t h  of 
Driggs, I am e n c l o s i n q  a price panplet  for 
the newly constructed f i r s t  phase of the  
D.-LAZY-T subdivision which is on the south 
entrance'to t h e  road that leads t o  your f i v e  
(5)  acre parcel purchased f r o m  Jack. This 
new subdivision is on the north side of 
H a s t i n g s  Road, I am advised that t h e  prices 
of the other phases of this subdivisio~ will 
be around 1 2 , 0 0 0  to 13,500-00 an acre. A s  I 
re1,ated to you the forty acre parcel I showGd 
you and Sioban, a t . . t h e  nor theas t  end of Peacock 
L a n e  has g r e a t l y  increased  i n  v a l u e  from t h e  
o r i g i n a l  $3,000.00 per acre. A n o t h e r  f i f t y  
acre parcel  less t han  3/4's of a mile to the 
east and frontinq State L i n e  Road, has been 
developed into 4 . a 8  and 5 . 0 .  acre parcels at 
$13,500.00 an acse; t h e s e  p a r c e l s  have no 5 e t t e r  
v i e w  n o r  road condit ion access than  s a i d  f o r t y  
acre parcel and moreover, the parcels are rollinq 
grain f i e l d s  w i t h  l a rge  depressions t h a t  l i m i t  
the  whole use of t h e  parcels so c rea ted .  O t h e r  
acreage on the w e s t  side of the val ley i n  the 
lower vicinity of the Big H o l e  Mountains are' 
going f o r  $ 1 0 , 0 0 0  and more an ac re .  ~ h s $ ~  access 
i s  d i f f i c u l t ,  f i r e  p ro tec t ion  elmost nil a n d  they 
require some very expens ive  s n o w  removal measures 
if t o  be d e v e l o p e d  for year round use. 
I f  you are interested i n  one-half of sa id  13 .1  
acre parcel p lease  let me know no later t h a n  
October 20,, 1 9 9 4  as t h e r e  are two o the r  persons 
who w i s h  m e  t o  provide them the above information 
that I haea provided herein. One is a retired 
Bank of America aud i to r  and t he  o t h e r  a successful 
stock brocker from Sacramento. If a t  a l l  conceiv- 
able fo r  you to i n v e s t '  i n  such 1 3 . 1  acres, I feel 
that it i s  of prime development f o r  commercial 
uses e i t h e r  entirely o r  p a r t i a l l y .  For your  f u r t h e r  
information t h e  Driggs' Teton V a l l e y  H o s p i t a l  has 
added another fullrime doctor, a non-Mormon f r o m  
Colorado, another  d e n t i s t  has  open a parttime 
office in Driggs an8 t h e  o f f i c e / r e t a i l  o u t l e t s  
fac i l i t ies  i n  Driggs now r e a c h e d  a zero v a c a n c y  
level  as compared t o  405 vacancy about 2 y e a r s  
ago. I am a l so  enclosing a ttm page price pam?let 
f r o m  Targhee Ski an2 Summer Zesor t  wh ich  a t  t h e  
bottom of,l.the .first page .states: " O U T  Master P l a n  
has  f i n a l l y  been approved by t h e  L . S .  Fores t  Service- 
+ 
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a new base to surmnit ?:iyh speed del-achable quad 
c h ~ i r l i f t  w i l l  be c o n ~ p l e t e d  i n  time for t h e  
95-96 s k i  season! " 
4 .  1 have also secured u n t i l  Decenber 10, 1 9 9 4  
a large 1 6 0  acre parcel ,  comprised of two separate 
section 80 acre parcels,  which 160 acre parcel 
is located one-half of a mils from ,~:%arghee Powder 
Emporium, on the west side of Highway 33, with a 
one-fourth mile f r o n t a q e  on.the w e s t  sicie.,of t h e  
highway and w h i c h  then proceeds i n  a pure rectr.:.. 
angle off the highway one (1) complete mile to the 
West, The back or most westerly 80 acre parcel.:$ 
is then broken into t w e n t y  ( 20 )  acre parcels, 
1320  feet by 660 feet at $4,'000*00 a n  scre or 
$80 ,000 .00  fox a 20 acre parcels. There are f o u r  
( 4 )  such 2 0  acre parcels to which a s i x t y  foot ease- 
ment w i l l  be deeded in a manner or layout acceptable 
to  a l l  owners of said four ( 4 )  twenty acre parcels. 
The, fron't or  $ 0  acres c u r r e n t l y  are n o t  f o r  s a l e  but 
if offered,  will probably be i n  excess of $7,000.00 
an acre. However, such front 80 acres have six (6) 
small ponds ,  which by the end of summer are dry. 
T h e r e  are two separate water d i t che s  and a small 
creek (.Dry Creek)  whicil provide w a . t e r  to a l l  160 acres. 
T h e  immediate f u t u r e  cost of impr~vens~t'besides 
constructing a permanent  gravel road t o  t h e  back 5 0  
acres is b r i n g i n g  power, te,lepilone and cable service 
( a l l  of which must be underground) .to t h e  bsck 8 0  
acres. T.feel that this 160 acre parcel  is cur ren t ly .  
.the . b e s t  buy on the real es ta te  m a r k e t  in t h i s  prime 
developing area of north'Drigys and ~etonia. 
In this prospec t  time is of the essence since the 
aforesaid prices of said f o u r  ( 4 )  twecty  ( 2 0 )  acre 
parcels w i l l  increase $500.00 ?er acre e v e r y  n i n e t y  
days after December 10, 1994. Needless  Lo say ,  t h a t  
the .w,hole 16.0. acres would  make f o r  a great private 
golf courge and resort  location which could be irri- 
gated from said w a t e r  sources and s o m e  deep d r i l l e d  
wells. The views from this parcel, especially the 
back 80 acres are spectacular. The e n t i s c  p a r c c l  
h a s  been used for  c a t t l e  pastusin9 a n d  has brought 
' i n  f r o m  $ 9 , 0 0 0 * 0 0  to $11,000.00 annual pasture rental 
income, 
Should you have any doctors, friends o r  l 3 a t i e n t s  who 
might know of the Teton anCi D r i q q s '  Valley and have 
a genu ine  in te res t  in investing here please feel free 
to give them my name, aedress and telephone-fax n W 3 e r .  
I do not wish t o  impose upon you to m a r k e y  such pro-  
pe r t i e s  f o r  Tarqilee PcwZer  Ernporiilnl h - ~ t  i f  yoc s h o u l 6  
f e d  there are u r r s o n s  voc~ w i s h  to Se a d ~ i i s e d  gf 
w u Z o i 3  
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such investment prospects and possibilities I woulc be 
glad to f u r n i s h  then whatever informat iol l  t h e y  desire 
with no obLigations f o r  the same. 
As I indicated i n  our  te lephone  discussion of 
last night, I will be here for Thanksgiving, especially 
since the ski h i l l  is scheduled to open Novenber 18, 
1994. Currently, I have no 'guests or family n i e m e b e r s  
that will j o i n  me for Thanksgiving and I would be pleased 
if you and Siobahn , vialong~.!wi'ch~:.lpouz- :.:e@il&ren,. :would l i k e  
to stay at Targhee Powder ~nporium. T h e  r o o m s  you pre- 
viously used are avaikable and you can qo or come as you 
pleased. Fonzy~-  c e r t a i n l y ,  w o u l d  e n j o y  t h e  chi lc l rer? '~  
stay and v i s i t .  I also am a good cook of turkey and 
a11 the trimmings; for t h e  last  28 years I have'doae a l l  
the holidays' cooking,  I n  short ,  I hope you will j o i n  
me. 
should you have any questions -or w i s h  f u r t h e r  informa- 
tion, please fax or drop me a le t ter  or memorandum. L a s t l y ,  
please have your secretary or office manager provide ine 
w i t h  your pension & p r o f i t  s h a r i n g  plans' t a x  identification 
numbers for the trust account. 
J a n u a r y  24, 2001 
M r .  Alva A. H a r r i s  
P . O .  Box 479 
S h e l l e y ,  Idaho  83274 
RE: Your miscreant . , !  u n t r u t h f u l  n o t i c e s  and l e t t e r  of 
J a n u a r y  22, 2001 ( l a t t e r  n o t  r e c e i v e d  u n t i l  J a n .  2 4 t h )  
1 4 r .  H a r r i s  : 
T h i s  l e t t e r  i s  t o  r e spond ,  r e f u t e  and Ceny t h e  two n o t -  
i c e  by which you seek t o  e x t o r t ,  c o e r c e  and o p p r e s s  me 
and my f a m i l y  t r u s t s  i n t o  submiss ion  of  your  c r i m i n a l  
c o n d u c t s  and a c t i o n s ,  a l o n g  w i t h  t h a t  of your  c l i e n t s ,  
K a t h e r i n e  D .  M i l l e r ,  J a c k  McLean, Eob F i t z g e r a l d ,  Wayne 
Dawson, Mark L i p o n i s  and o t h e r s ;  and t o  f u r t h e r  deny and 
r e j e c t  t h e  m i s s t a t e m e n t s  of f a c t  and law i n  your most 
r e c e n t  l e t t e r  of  J a n u a r y  22, 2001, n o t  r e c e i v e d  u n t i l  J a n .  
2 4 ,  2001. 
1. A l l  s a i d  n o t i c e s  a r e  he reby  r e j e c t e d  and d e n i e d  
a s  t o  any t r u t h f u l n e s s  o r  a c c u r a c y  i n  s t a t e m e n t  o r  
r e q u i r e m e n t s  of  law o r  e q u i t y .  By now, you must 
b e  aware t h a t  M r .  McLean h a s  been bound o v e r  t o  
t h e  Seventh  J u d i c i a l  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t ,  Teton County 
on a  c h a r g e  of  g rand  t h e f t  and w i l l  be a r r a i g n e d  
o n .  Tuesday, J a n .  30 ,  2001 a t  9:30 a .m. ,  b e f o r e  
Judge B r e n t  Moss. From your  t e s t i m o n y  g i v e n  d u r i n g  
h i s  p r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g ,  it i s  q u i t e  e v i d e n t  t h a t  
you a r e  a  c r i m i n a l  accompl ice ,  p e r p e t r a t o r  and 
p r i n c i p a l  a l o n g  w i t h  M r .  McLean and your  o t h e r  
c l i e n t s  t o  n o t  o n l y  s t e a l  my $15,000.00 b u t  t o  f u r t h e r  
c o n t i n u e  a  r a c k e t e e r i n g  s p r e e  of  f o r g e r y ,  p e r j u r y ,  
s u b o r n a t i o n  of  p e r j u r y ,  f a l s i f i c a t i o n  of documents ,  
f u r t h e r  a c t s  of g rand  i n t e r s t a t e  t h e f t ,  v i o l a t i o n s  
of t h e  Hobbs Act ,  e t c .  One of  y o u r . a d d i t i o n a 1  accore  
p l i c e s ,  Galen Woelk, h a s  now r e f u s e d ,  and b r e a c h e d  h i s  
promise  and p r o f e s s i o n a l  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  r e t u r n  s a i d  
$15,000.00 s o  s t o l e n  from me by you and your  c l i e n t s .  
A l l  of you a r e  n o t  mere ly  h i d i n g ,  t amper ing  w i t h  and 
w i t h h o l d i n g  e v i d e n c e  b u t  moreso,  compounding and 
a g g ~ a v a t i n g  such c r i m i n a l  o f f e n s e s  by your  c o n t i n u i n g  
a c t s  of  o b s t r u c t i o n  of j u s t i c e .  
2 .  A s  t o  your  p u r p o r t e d  demand f o r  some s o r t  of a n  a c c o u n t i n g ,  
such i s  DENIED. You and your  c l i e n t s  a r e  he reby  demanded 
t o  a c c o u n t ,  r e t u r n  and f o r t h w i t h  p r e s e n t  such $15,000.00 
t o  m y s e l f ,  w i t h  f u l l  i n t e r e s t  a t  1 0 %  p e r c e n t ,  a l o n g  
w i t h  f u r t h e r  payment of a l l  c o u r t ,  l e g a l ,  a t t o r n e y  f e e s .  
A l l  r i g h t s  and c l a i m s  t o  f u r t h e r  damages a r e  r e s e r v e d  
and r e t a i n e d  by m y s e l f .  
3.  You a r e  hereby n o t i f i e d  t h a t  whatever  p u r p o r t e d  s t i p u l a -  
tion I may have entered into with you for the 
return of my personal and real properties in 
Scona, Inc., v. John N. Bach, et al, Teton County 
No. 98-025 was with a full reservation of my rights, 
under protest and totally against public policy 
thereby void and null. Moreover, further notice, 
alternatively, is given you that such stipulation 
is Also rescinded due to you and your said clients' 
fraud, oppression, coercion, duress inflicted upon 
me and due to your continuing criminal violations 
also inflicted upon me. You are to immediately 
return all my files, belongings and effects, still 
in the house at 195 N. Hwy 33, Driggs, along with 
deeding over to me said one acre. and such house 
thereon along with the adjacent 9.1 acres you have 
further stolen from me and my family trusts. 
4. As to the accounting you have demanded from me, 
one;,of your purported clients, Mark Liponis,'has 
written me that he does not know of you and has 
not retained you. Mr. McLean is not entitled to 
any accounting nor Mr. Liponis, as not only have 
all statutes of limitations expired long ago, primarily 
under California law (the joint ventures are to be 
interpreted by California law and authorities) but 
I have already presented an accounting individually 
to Mr. McLeali and in court testimony. Moreover, any 
accounting is barred by the doctrines of res judicata, 
collateral estoppel, laches, waiver, condonation, 
ratification, the equitable doctrines of unclean 
hands and unwillingness to do equity by Mr. McLean 
and Mr. Liponis, and the perpetration of the aforesaid 
crim.ina1 acts by you and all of your said clients. 
5. Turning to your bogus and wholly contrived letter 
of Jan. 22, '01, I refuse to acknowledge, submit or 
accede to yourtheft of my and my family trusts business 
assets and investrhents under the names of Targhee Powder 
Emporium, INC., or Targhee Powder Emporium, Unltd or 
Ltd. Your further criminal conspiracies and schemes 
to form a fraudulent and duplicitious corporation in 
Idaho-along with the regig trations of my said investments 
interests names, are utterly null, void and without ANY 
legal effect-being wholly in violation of public 
policies both in California and Idaho. Katherine D. 
Miller's claims and assertions of any ownership of the 
real properties referenced in your Jan. 22 letter 
a no*. only denied in th.:eir entirety but such contrived 
claims reveal the malicio.crs in fact intent, deprivation 
and theft.of said properties. k and my family trusts 
own not only said 40 acres you attempt to steal but 
also the strip of 110 feet by over a half mile just 
to the South of MP. 138 along Hwy 33 which prolongates 
to the west and borders on our said 40 acres, along 
with all improvements, a barn, corrals, gates, roads, 
levees, personalty, etc., thereon and a part thereof. 
Since 1984 such properties have been solely controlled 
by myself, improved, taxes paid thereon openly and 
notoriously, not only under rightful claim of title, 
use and possession, but by deeds acknowledged, admitted 
and ratified repeatedly by all of your clients. All 
doctrines and defenses, mentioned in regards to you 
two notices, uniquely and specifically apply to bar 
and precluded Ms. Miller from any claims, rights or 
interests in said real properties and the personalty 
therewith. In three separate civil actions, and per 
her perjurious testimony in a criminal action, she 
has admitted and confessed the exact opposite of what 
you now seek to fraudulently impose per said Jan. 22 
letter. In addition,, she and her paramour "croons and 
thugs" and your coclients, have fukther perpetrated 
egregious injuries and violations upon myself and 
my said propreties, all of you and such maleum 
derelict0 companions playing to Ms. Miller's "rich 
bitch attitude" of using unscrupulous attorneys, 
means and cohorts to do whatever she thinks she 
can and get away with being covered by LDS authorities. 
ALL OF SUCH ACTIONS BY YOU, YOUR CLIENES AND COHORTS OF 
Ms. MILLER and MR. MCLEAN WILL NO LONGER TOLERATED OR ALLOWED. 
YOU HAVE BEEN MORE THAN SUFFICIENTLY PUT ON NOTICE, ALONG 
WITH ALL OF YOUR CLIENTS. YOU AND SUCH CLIENTS ARE TO CEASE 
AND DESIST ANY FURTHER EFFORTS OF SUCH ILLEGAL AND CRIMINAL 
ACTIONS, CONDUCT OR EFFORTS AND ARE TO ~ ~ R ~ I ~  SURRENDER 
ALL IDAHO ENTITIES YOU HAVE DUPLICITIOUSLY CREATED ON OR AFTER 
NOVEMBER 21, 2000 .  WITHOUT RESERVATION OR EQUIVOCATION, ALL OF 
YOU ARE TO SIGN WHATEVER DEEDS, PAPERS, DOCUMENTS, NOTICES, 
ETC., TO TOTALLY DECLARE NULL, VOID AND OF NO EFFECT WHATEVER, 
ALL YOUR FRAUDULENTLY CREATED DEEDS AND THIEVING EFFORTS OF 
MY AND MY FAMILY TRUSTS' PROPERTIES, ASSETS, INVESTMENTS, ETC. 
Faxed Copy to Katherine D. Miller to Expedite 
Notices & Demands herein, via (208) 456-2116 
Copies to: Jack McLean, Mark Liponis & Wayne Dawson. 
1N THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
fz 1 :--- ..- :-2 
JACK LEE McCLEAN and MARK J. 1 8?tt $ 1 ;  ;;:ifi'g 
LIPONIS, ) ,; 
1 f > ~ ' ~ - f - , - ~  -, (-,(.a , ,- -, 
Plaintiff, 1 ORDER OF ASSIGNMENT 
) 
VS. ) Case No. CV-0 1-33 
1 
JOVAN BACHOVICH ) 
aka JOHN N.BACH, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-entitled case is referred to the Honorable JON 
SHTNDURLTNG, District Judge, for further proceedings 
DONE AND DATED this 1 3th day of April, 2001. 
Burton W. Butler 
Trial Court Administrator 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a full, true and correct copy of the foregoing Order of 
Assignment was personally delivered, sent by facsimile or mailed by first class illail with prepaid 
postage this 1 3th day of April, 2001, to: 
Clerk of Court, Teton County Courthouse, 89 North Main, Ste. 1, Driggs, ID 83422 
Hon. Jon Shindurling, District Judge, Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
Kenneth F. Stringfield, P.O. Box 83720, Boise, ID 83720-0010 
Laura Lowery, P.O. Box 687, Driggs, ID 83422 
Galen Woelk, P.O. Box 533, Driggs, ID 83422 
Administrative ~ s s i i t k t  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, TETON COUNTY 
JACK LEE McCLEAN and MARK J.  
LIPONZS, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs .  
l ~ a s e  No.: CV-01-33 
ULE 40(4 (4) 
OF DISQUALIFICA TION 
J O  VAN BACHO WCH aka JOHN N. BACH, 
Defendant. 
The undersigned disqualifies himself from W h e r  proceedings in the above captioned 
matter. The case is hereby forwarded to Burton Butler, Trial Court Administrator, for further 
assignment. 
Dated this 4" day of April, 2001 
Brent J. Moss 
District Judge 
- ,m -. r 
u u ~ o % S  
ORDER - 1 
JOHN N. BACH 
1858 S. Euclid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 91108 
Tel'i (626) 799-3146- M E  1 .  , . 
Defendant & Counterclaimant TETON CO. DISTRICT COURT 
Specially Appearin4 
- - d 
In Pro Per 
DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAI? and MARK 
LIPONIS, Trustee, 
Plaintiffs 
v. 
JOHN N. BACH, 
CASENO: CV 01-33 
DEFENDANT'S NOTICE OF MOTION 
AND MOTIONS FOR ORDERS RE: 
1.) FOR DISMISSAL WITH PRE- 
JUDICE OF COMPLAINT PER IRCP, 
Rule 12 (b) (11, (2), (61, et se 
2.) TO STRIKE WITH PREJUDICE 
COMPLAINT OR, IN ALTERNATIVE 
DESIGNATED PORTIONS THEREOF, 
IRCP, Rule 12 (f) ; and 
3.) FOR SANCTIONS, IRCP, RULE 
1 1  
L A  
Defendant. Hearing Date: June 29, 2001 
Tiine : 10 a-In 
/ Place: Driggs, Teton Courthouse 
COMES NOW THE DEFENDANT, JOHN N. BACH, and DOES HEREBY 
GIVE NOTICE, that on Tuesday, Juge 2.9, 2001 10 . a.m., he will 
appear before the Court, at the Teton County Courthouse, in Driggs, 
89 N. Main, and will then move, as he does hereby this Court 
for all and/or each or any of the following ORDERS: 
1. FOR AN ORDER DISMISSING WITH PREJUDICE THE PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT IN ITS ENTIRETY, ON THE BASIS THAT THIS COURT 
LACK'S JURISDICTION OVER THE SUBJECT MATTER (IRCP, RULE 
12(b)(l); LACK'S JURISDICTION OVER THE PERSON OF THE 
DEFENDANT (IRCP, RULE 12 (b) (2) ; and/or THE COMPLAINT 
FAILES TO STATE A CLAIM UPON WHICH RELIEF CAN BE GRANTED, 
(IRCP, Rule 12 (b) (61, 9 (b) , 9 (c) , 12 (b) (71, 19 (a) (3). 
2. ) TO STRIKE WITH PREJUDICE THE ENTIRE COMPLAINT, OR ,-,% 
ALTERNATIVELY, PARAGRAPHS; SEPARATELY & JOINTLY, 2 , 
THROUGH 22 of the Complaint. (Rule 12'(f). ' 3  
( 2  
3.) FOR SANCTIONS, MONETARILY AND EVIDENTIARY, PER IRCP, ~2 
RULE 11 (a) (1) THAT THE COMPLAINT IS NOT BROUGHT IN 
GOOD FAITH, BUT FOR AN IMPROPER PURPOSE, TO HARASS, ' 
t ' s Mtns re 1) Dim' 1 W/PS~$~&% Gtrike, 3) Sanctns, l. ., 
CAUSE UNNECESSARY DELAY (ESPECIALLY I N  THE RETURN OF 
PLAINTIFFS' THEFT O F  DEFENDANT:'S. $&5',000,00) AND/OR 
TO NEEDLESSLY INCREASE THE COST OF LITIGATION. 
This  m o t i o n . f o r  t h e s e  o r d e r s  w i l l  be  and i s  based upon 
t h i s  NOTICE a long  w i t h  t he  accompanying MEMORANDUM BRIEF 
I N  SUPPORT THEREOF,,oral argument p re sen ted  o r  f u e t h e r ,  
w r i t t e n  b r i e f s  o r  argument by t h e  defendant ,  submi t ted  t o  
t h e  c o u r t .  
DATED: June 4 ,  2001, 
. .  . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . .  . 
'MEMORANDUM-. BRIEF ' I N .  'SUPPORT 'OF 'MOTIONS 
I.. PREFACE: 
The j u r i s d i c t i o n  of t h i s  Court  i s  c a l l e d  i n t o  q u e s t i o n  by 
t h e  m u l t i p l e  spec ious ,  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  a l l e g a t i o n s  and t h e  
admissions t h e r e i n  t h a t  t h e  e n t i r e  complaint  i s  ba r r ed  by 
t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  S t a t u t e s  of L i m i t a t i o n s  and t h a t  t h i s  i s  no t  
even an a c t i o n  f o r  an  account ing,  a s  p l a i n t i f f s  have f u r t h e r  
admi t ted  by t h e i r  v e r i f i e d  a l l e g a t i o n s ,  t h a t  t h i s  i s  n o t  
an a c t i o n  f o r  d i s s o l u t i o n  of  a p a r t n e r s h i p ,  j o i n t  ven tu re  o r  
any bus ines s  t r u s t  ho ld ing  of p rope r ty  by JOHN N. BACH. 
But most of a l l ,  t h i s  Complaint, and s o  admited by defendant  
JACK LEE McLean, h i s  counsel  of  r eco rd  t h e r e i n ,  Galen Woelk 
and h i s  o t h e r  counse l ,  t h e r e i n ,  and h e r e i n  of record ,  Alva A. 
H a r r i s ,  i s  brought  t o  o f f s e t  t h e  c r i m i n a l  charge  of grand t h e f t '  
of de fendan t ' s  moneys of $15,000.00. 
The main ques t ion ,  then,  even a c c e p t i n g  f o r  purposes  4 
,.-.,j 
\ of t h e s e  motions,  t h a t  a l l  a l l e g a t i o n s  of t h e  complaint ,  a s  ,, 
c5 
prope r ly  p l ed  a r e  t r u e ,  what i s  t h i s  an a c t i o n  f o r ?  The an6v.62 
- 
i s  t h a t  it i s  brought  f o r  c l e a r  improper p u r p o s e s *  
Df t ' sMtnsre ' l )  Dism11w/Prejd, 2) Tostr ike,  3) Sanctns, etc. P. 2. 
The second quest~ion is what State's laws, authorities 
and precedents,apply? Answer, that of California, and by 
California, and even Idaho authorities, the complaint is 
an utter sham. Because of such egregious purposes and 
falsifies of allegations, sanctions of the ultimate order, 
dismissal or striking with prejudice, along with monetary 
sanctions are in order and required against plaintiffs and 
their counsel. 
11. THE COMPLAINT SETS FORTH NO VIABLE CLAIM FOR 
RECOVERY, NO JURISDICTION BEFORE THIS COURT NOR OVER 
THE PERSON OF DEFENDANT. 
As stated, although the Court may view properly pled and 
articulately persented averments as true fox purposes of 
any motion under Rule 12(b), that is not so for a motion to 
dismiss for failure to compl~s/comport with Rules.8 & : : 9 , 2 .  infra; 
But the court should not and cannot indulge in inferences or 
deduction of ciPcumstantia1 facts, which are not pled as required, 
and which even cannot be reasonably drawn from contradictory 
or clear deficiences 05 the complaint. Only materials relevant 
allegation properly and well pled are accepted as true. Miree 
v.:-DeKalb .(1977) 433 U.S. 25, 27 fn 3; 
The complaint smacks of an attempt to state a claim for 
fraud or rescission, but avekments fails miserably short of 
any such properly pled facts under Rule 9(b) or 9(c). As has 
been established, even applying Idaho case authorities, the 
elements of fraud are (1) a representation of fact; (2) its 
falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) the speaker's knowledge of 
its falsity; (5) the speaker's intent that the representation 
will be acted,upon in a reasonably contemplated manner; ( 6 )  
Dft's' Mtns..re. 1) Dism'l w/Prejd, 2) To Strike, 3) Sanctns, etc. P. 3. 
the listener's ingorance of its falsity; (7) the listener's 
reliance on the truth of the representation; 8)the listener's 
right to rely on the truth of the representation; and (9) the 
listener's consequent and proximate injury."Seeate tieCambridge 
Tel;.,Co., L18 Idaho 157, 795 P.2d 319 (Ct. App. 1990) Nor can 
a common law count for money had and received, without alleging 
alZ specific 9 elements of fraud constitute, an action for 
fraud or an accounting and return of said money. See Idaho, 
Mosher v. ~uqh-Jenkins Furn. Co., 31 Idaho 438, 173 P. 639, 
1918F.L.R.A. 437 (1918) 
Plaintiff's COMPLAINT has failed to allege said nine 
(9) preqequisite elements and factors of fraud, either in the 
inducement or for purposes o f  any rescission. Plaintiffs 
have not alleged any ignorance of any falsity, nor of their 
joint innocence and reliance upon the'truth of any claimed 
representation, nor of their right (og justifiable reliance) 
to rely on the claimed truth of the representation, and they 
have stated no injury for their entering into such business 
venture, trust or partnership *-.with defendant, save and 
except to a limited, fragment and wholly incomplete extent 
that they suspicion he has used up more than',the $5,000.00 
account, whatever such account is or was, All the posturing 
allegations of paragraphs 
are meaningless and fictionally contrived. 
What the plaintiffs' complaint does in fact, is admit 
that they entered into a written, as they call it, "Joint c9 
' ' J  
1 -2 
Venture Agreement" for the purchase of 33 plus acres, and c 3  . 3, 
they attach a partially unsigned copy of such written agreement2 
as EXHIBIT A, signed only by plaintiff MARK LIP ON IS^^^ a 
~ftls Mtns re 1) Dism'l w/Prejud, 2 )  To Strike, 3) Sanctns, etc. P. 4 
person named STOBHAN McNALLY, on july 5 ,  1994, some six 
(6) years, seven , ( 7 )  moriths and five (5) days before the 
complaint was filed. A purported recorder's stamp date of 
"Aug. 8, 1994" is on the incomplete signed, unverified 
and noncertified Exhibit A. AND CONSPICUOUSLY ABSENT 
AS A NAMED PLAINTIFF OR DEFENDANT IS SIOBHAN McNALLY, who 
is an indispensible party. (See Rule 12 (b) ( 7 ) ,  19 (a] (I), 
19(a) (3) ("A pleading asserting a claim for relief shall state 
the names, if known to the pleader, of any persons as desc? 
r'i b,a. .ili' -s'iib'divi'sioii' '(.as' j h'ere.--f - -whd are. .fiat -So-ina,-- and 
the reasons why they are not joined.") Plaintiff's complaint 
fails in all respects to comply with said Rules.) 
~ u t  more importantly, are the following paragraphs? 
admissions and confessions of fact: 
1. Per paragraph 2 of said agreement (EX A) spendthrift 
provisions are applicable to all parties, undivided one- 
third interest, and that each party's interest is personal 
and exclusively only to and among themselves. Lastly, 
and most importantly, that California and Idaho l a m  
shall be solely applicable, and that defendant is given 
a limited power of attorney, but one that is clearly 
vested, and cannot be revoked, nor is there any allegation 
whatsoever, that such power of attorney has been revoked 
at any time. Under the California Supreme Court decision 
of Masterson v. Sine (1968) 68 C.2d 222, such exklusivity ,;: 
< -\J 
and personal- terms between the patties is more than a *. 3 
c-3 
known, and expected condition, term of contractual relatiori, 
( 3  
ship, such terms which have not been given any allegations of 
Dft J.N.BAMts Mtns re 1) Dism!l w/Prejdce,.2) To Strike, 3) Sanctns, P. 5. 
impropriety nor of any averments of fraud or failure 
of performance, etc. 
2. PARAGRAPHS. $J througg 12, admit, by reverse and 
somewhat confusing attempts otherwise, that: 
a) " . .the purchase price for the 33 acres was 9 
$61,000.00" TRey.kii&+ this at close of escrow, (Par. 9-10) 
b) "At the transaction closing it was determined by 
Bach and plaintiff, McLean, that the title company 
had been overpaid. Bach then signed a document 
instructing the title company to disburse a portion 
of the overpayment to himself,and the balance to 
him and McLean. Bach received the title company 
check no. 6712 for $590.97." (NOTE: Certainly 
such facts were not kept from plaintiffs, because 
plaintiff McLean knew of it and there is absolutely 
-nsla-L-1e yaki*rrs-- &ha-& - sw-h- was- i;mp r-op er rn r haw eo u-Id- 
it be, plaintiffs concurred, XBd participated in it.) 
c) A title company's check no 6711 for $5,.000, dated 8-9- 
94. . .which was part of the over payment refunded 
by the title company, was then depositied. . [in a] 
joint trust account. . . dated 8-10-94. . .a copy of 
the account card is attached as exhibit B. ." (NOTE: 
As 'stated, supra, in subpart b) , no allegations are 
set forth that defendant, as with the $590.97 check, 
did anything improper with the $5,000.00. No-- allega-i,2 
, x \ d  
tions are contained that he did not pay taxes on the 2 
' 3 
property, did not make fences improvements or cleanup,'3 
( 2  
etc., of the property, from the date of the account 
being opered :to the date of their complaint, and 
Dft's J.N.BACHts Mtns re 1) Dism'l w/Prejd, 2) Strike Ccorplt, 3) Sanctns P. 6, 
by plaintiffs' attachment of defendant's January 24, 2001 
letter as Exhibit D to the complaint , such letter further 
must be accepted as true and it totally not only contra- 
dicts all unsupportable inferences and specious allegations 
of the complaint, but states that any accounting they may 
have sought was given to McLean, on two occasions: and no 
responsePo£ denial or refutation, is contained nor set forth 
in any of the complaint's allegations to' deny such after 
Jan. 24, 2001. (NOTE: If one is to determine the period 
from 8-10-94 to Jan. 22, 2001, such period totals six (6) 
years, six (6) months and fourteen (14) days well over 
any statutds of limitations per ~alifornia's Code of 
Civil Procedure section 338 or Idaho's 5-218(4). Moreover, 
plaintiffs, by their said admissions, knew as early as 
July 7, 1994 of the purchase price, certainly knew by 
August 8, 1994 and again for sure by August 10, 1994. 
In California, the three (3) year statute of said section 
c.C.P. 338 is reduced to one (1) from date of discovery 
or when facts and circumstances were made known which would 
put a reasonably man/person on notice of any suspected fraud. 
Clark v. Baxter Healthcare Corp (2000) 100 Cal. Rptr 2d 223, 
226, followed and cited in B5nth Circuit's decision, 
Jan. 22, 2001, (99-55611), 2001 D.A.R. 771 of ~odine v. 
Shiley, Inc., applying the one year statute not the 3 year. 
r -- 
-.A 
Because the Court in Nodine, found the one year statute '* \J > >  
dispositive, it never reached the issue of justifiable 
C' 3 
'( > 
reliance, an issue not pled in the complaint herein. : > 
d) Plaintiff's attempt to allege breach of a fiduciary 
DftrJ.N.R7XH's Mtns re 1) Dism'l w/Prejd, 2) To Strike, 3) Sanctns, etc. P. 7. 
relationship is also answered and controlled by California 
case authoritiy of Simpson v. ~alziel, 135 Cal. 599, 67 
P. 1080. But these was no fraud, no reliance or damage 
of any kind to either of plaintiffs, who by silence, inac- 
tton and more significantly admitt,ed, by knowledge of 
the price, the ovexpapment checks, etc., knowledge of 
everything, even said three (3) year statute is not tolled 
but has lon run and expired as has done here. United 
. . . . . . . . . 
States 'Llab,.':   iris'.'^.'. ',H,aIdlrirjer-'Hayes, Inc. (1970) 1. C. 3d 586, 
. . . , . . . . . . . , . . . 
463 P. 2d 770; Sa.ridhei, 'v. -.South 'Ho.0ve.f 'H.0s.p. (1976) 18 C.3d 
132 C.R. 
Also missing are allegations that there was any income 
from said joint venture, or that the value of the said 33 acres 
was not as stated to them, nor that they would not have gone 
into the venture, had they known other~ise to that admitted 
as pled, and most significantly, per paragraph 9, a5nee "at 
the time of closing [they knew] the purchase price for the 
33 acres was $61,000.00." They accepted such and make no 
allegations of any attempt by defendant to withhold such' fact 
from August 8, 10 or even as early as July 7,! 1994. Even 
paragraph.:7's contradictory allegation!; that "Liponis and 
McLean knew nothing about each other prior to the closing, 
nor had they ever met or spoken to one another,' wPd&es.*eir 
complaint, because certainly, as per paragraphs 9-12, they zk 
I .lJ 
most admitfedly knew of each other around Aug. 8, 10, or even 1 3  
c . 3  
as early as July,7, 1994. Such is the utter speciousness, '3, 
: 3 
jibberish and vacuous allegations of theis complaint. Plaintiff's 
complaint contains conclusions, speculations, unsupported and :. 
. . .  
insufficient to state a claim for relief. 'Jones v.. Comm. Bedev. 
Dft J.N.BRM1s Mtns I.) . . Dism;l w/Prejd, 2) To Strike, 3) Sanctns, etc. P. 8, 
(9kh Cir. 1984) 733 F.2d 646, 649 
The absolute inaction, silence and acceptance of what 
defendant did and was doing, had said per k5s Jan. 24, 01 
letter, which was not disputed, as a matter of law create 
not only equitable estoppel, quasi-esquitable estoppel, 
ratification, condonation, waiver, etc., but clearly admits, 
reaffirms and validate all written and other agreements as to 
the defendant's just and proper conduct and hahdling of the 
"joint venture.'' See Brown'v. Buln~ide (1971) 94 Idaho 363, 366, 
487 P. 2d 957, 960; 'Calvin 'v.' 'Salnion ' R i v e ' f  'Sheep Ranch (1983) 
658 P.2d 972, 975 (silence, acquiescense and acceptance of bene- 
fits of contract, precludes any claim-of wrongdoing at inception.) 
111. THE COMPLAINT ADMITS OF PLAINTIFFS" UNCLEAN HANDS 
AN UNWILLINGNESS TO DO EQUITY, AND A COMPLETE LACK OF 
FAIR DEALINGS AND GOOD FAITH WITH DEFENDANT. 
Plaintiffs in seeking equity, must allege/show not only 
that the come before the court with clean hands, with a good 
faith and bona fide willingness to do equity, but with good 
. . . . .  
conscience and fair dealings with defendant. McCand~ess'v.' Sk.hick 
85 Idaho 509, 380 P.2d 893, These allegations are wholly absent 
from the complaint and cannot be cured by any amendment at all. 
First, the sum of $5,000.00 deposited in.. an account, 
cannot be conclude nor labelled correctly as a trust account, 
since what type of an account depends upon the total agreements 
and intentions of the parties; Under the pleading deficiencies 
p:, 
such account must be viewed as a simple agenky account ~ontrolled~-\~ - 
i -2 
and utilized by defendant, per the expressed, implied and acquiescd 
! 3 
conduct of the plaintiffs. Such agency account never surpassed (2,  
$5,000.00 and wishful"A1ice in Wonderland" conclusory allegations 
DftJ.N.BACHrsMtnsre,l) Dism'lw/Prejd, 2) Tostrike, 3) Sanctns, P. 9. 
otherwise are insuffiicient. See 3 AM JUR 2d Agency, sec. 210 
(1986) , an agency[accountl is not a trust, Restatement (Second) 
Trusts section 8 (1957) 
Plaintiffs cavaliar,ly admit they took [stole] defendantfs 
$15,000,00, (Par. 21. they did this after discussion between 
themselves,:and have retained it intact, or so they claim.) 
They did not make any motion per IRCP, Rules 65(a) through 
(e), because to get such an injunction or pxkjuagment attachment 
of defendant's $15,000.00 they can"t comply with the requirements 
of Rules 65(e) nor 65(c), nor can they nor did they ever attempt 
to comply with I.C. sections. 
What plaintiffs and their counsel have done by such specious, 
without merit complaint andyjprocess thereof, is violate defendant's 
constitutional procedural and substantive rights to not having 
his properties, land interest and said moneys, be converted or 
stolen by an illegal/unlawful prejudrnent attachment mode or 
scheme. e , g e r , v , d m o r i , d , ~ ~ , r i ' O , . ' C o .  (1982) 102 S, Ct. 2744, . .  . 
73 L.Ed, 2d 482, also,' 'Tay,Xor 'a,' ':GiImartin (1982) 686 F.2d 1346, ' . - '  
IV. SANCTIONS AS REQUESTED ARE MORE THAN IN ORDER AND 
MUST BE IMPOSED, ALONG WITH GRANTING ALL OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTIONS HEREIN. 
This heading/subpart speaks for itself. Defendant reserves 
per the Rules, to file his ANSWER WITH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES r--, CJ/ 
I '.t 
AND COUNTERCLAIMS (Rule 13 (a) ) plus A THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT, 13 
c 3  
Rule 14(a) should the Court somehow n aid motions. ' 
DATED: June 4, 2001 
1 2ia 
CH, In Pro Per 
Dft J.N.BACH1sMtns 1) Dism'l w/Prejd, 2) To Strike, 3). Sanctns, etc. P. 10. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERV&@E 
I, the undersigned, certify, that on this..date, June 4, 
2001, I did mail a copy of the fore-oinq Defendant's Notice 
of Motions and M6tions for Orders, re, etc., per envelopes 
with each having first class postage prepaid affixed thereto, 
address to each of the followigg: 
+ 
Bonnevi1J.e County Courthouse 
65 N. Capital 
Idaho F ~ ~ P S ,  ID 83401 
Alva A, Harris 
P.O. Box 479 
Shelley, ID 83274 
JOHN N. BACH 
1858 S. EucLid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 92108 
Tel: (626) 799-3146 
Defendant, Specially Appearing 
Contesting All Aspects of 
Jurisdiction 
DISTRICT COURT, OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK LIPONIS, CASE NO: CV 01-33 
Trustee, DEFENDANT JOHN N, BACH'S NOTICE 
OF MOTIONS & MOTIONS RE ORDERS: 
Plaintiffs, (1) DISMISSAL OF ENTIRE ACTION, 
LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER & PERSON; 
V. (2) DI~MISSAL/TRANSFER TO USDC, 
IDAHO CV 01-266, EXCLUSIVE JURIS- 
DICTION (Federal RICO Act) and 
JOHN N. BACH, (3) SANCTX>ONS:~VS PLAINTIFFS & ATTNY 
(IRCP, RULES 12 (b) (1)12), (8), 12 (h) 
(1) (2) & Rule 11, etc. 
Defendant. DATE: 6-29-01 TIME: 9 a.m./t.a 
. . .  . 
. . .  . . . .  . . ,  
PLACE: Teton County Courthouse 
/ 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN BY DEFENDANT JOHN N. BACH, specially 
appearing, contesting all aspects of jurisdiction herein, that on 
Fri., June 29, '01, at 9 a.m., or any time thereafter, before a 
duly assigned and qualified judge being available, at the Teton County 
Courthouse, 89 N. Main, Drigys, ID., he will appear and then move 
this Court for all of any/each of the following ORDERS, in addition 
to previously filed/noticed motions he has set also on said date: 
1. FOR AN ORDER DISMISSING THE ENT1P.E COMPLAINT AND ALL 
CLAIMS THEREIN SOUGHT BY PLAINTIFFS DUE TO THE JURIS- 
DICTION OF SUCH COMPLAINT & ALL CLAIMS, AND OTHER RELATED 
COUNTER AND CROSS CLAIMS, ARE WITH THE EXCLUSIVE AND SOLE 
JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, OF THE 
DISTRICT OF IDAHO, IN THAT ACTION NO. CV 01-266-E 
rBLW; and/or 
2. FOR AN ORDER OF DISMISSAL AND/OR TRANSFER AND REMOVAL 
OF THE ENTIRE COMPLAINT AND ACTION, DUE TO THE 
PENDING ACTION IN U.S. DISTRICT COURT, IDAHO, CV 01- 
266-E-BLW; and 
3. MOTION FOR SANCTIONS, COSTS, FEES AND OTHER ISSUE 
AND PROSECUTION PRECLUSION SANCTIONS AGAINST PLAINTIFFS 
AND THEIR COUNSEL, ALVA A. HARRIS, IRCP, Rule 11. 
These above motions for said three (3) ORDERS are in 
addition and apart from Defendant's heretofore already filed 
and noticed motions to be heard also on Friday, June 29, 2001, 
at 9 a.m., or shortly thereafter on that date or any other 
date to which such may be continued or reset. All of said 
motions herein noticed are upon not only the provisions of 
I.R.C.P., Rules 12 (b) (I), ( 2 ) ,  and (8), and 12 (h) (1) ( 2 ) ,  but 
also upon the fact, existence and exlusive jurisdiction of 
claims and issues in that pending U.S. District Court, Idaho 
action Number 01-266-E-BLW, a copy of which is attached and 
requested to be judicial noticed and received as showing of 
that court's and action's exblusive jurisdiction under the 
Federal RICO Act, 19 U.S.C. sections 1961 et seq, the recent 
decision of the United States Supreme Court, in Cedric Kushner 
Promotions, Ltd., v.  in^, et al, decided June 11, 2001, 
reported in the L.A. Daily Appellate Report, Pages 5855-5857, 
r d  
a copy of which decision is also attached in full and incorporatgd 
(- 3 
herein, and the exclusive jurisdictional statutes, per 28 U.S.C,> 
3 
sections 1331, 1367, 1391, 18 U.S.C. sections 1639, et seq. 
Dft's Not. of Mtns re (1) Dism'l-No Juris., &/or (2) Transfer to US%, Id. 
t I?\ c3nnA-:--- -I- -, 
I These motions for each and all of said ORDERS is further 
I based upon the initial brief memorandum offered in support, 
1 upon further briefs presented by defendant, oral argument, 
allocution and other showing or evident.. being presented in 
supported herein at any or all times(07preceedings herein;. 
DATED: June 22, 2001 '. <-/ ,A,/". 
J N N.'BACH, In Pro 
&kt- Specially Appearing 
Contesting All Aspects 
1 
of Jurisdiction. 
INITIAL OPENING MEMORANDUM BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANT'S SAID THREE (3) MOTIONS 
I. PLAINTIFFS' =%PLAINT IS AN UTTER SHAM, WHOLLY 
BEYOND THE JURISDICTION OF THIS COURT, AND WITHIN 
THE EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT, IDAHO ACTION CV 01-266-E-BLW. 
A. Defendant's said current three (3)motions are timely, 
@roper and controlling in requiring this Court to grant all 
of said motions and/or alternatively each or more of them. 
The provisions of I.R.C.P., Rule 12(h) (1) allows the defense 
of lack of jurisdiction aver the person to be raised by motion 
before the filing of an answer as does Rule 12(b)(2). More 
controlling is Rule 12(h) (2) and (3) which allows a mothon to 
dismiss because another action is pending, for failure to join 
an indispensible party (here Siobdan McNalley), for failure to 
state a claim and especially, per subpart (3) that: "Whenever it 73 
t 7-. 
appears by suggestion of the parties or otherwise. that the court ( 3  
( 3  
lacks jurisdiction of the subject matter, the court shall dismiss ' 3  
( 3 
the action " [Emphasis Added] See Rule 12 (b) (1) , & Wilbanks v. State 
Dft ' s Not/Mtns re (1) Did-No Juris., (2) Transder to USE & (3) Sanctns P. 3. 
126 Idaho 341, 882 P.2d 996 (Ct. App. 1994); Richardson 
v. Ruddy, 15 Idaho 488, 98 P. 842 (1908)-The Question 
of jurisdiction may be raised anytime. 
E 
The entire complaint filed herein, as shown clearly, 
by defendant's other motions per Rule 12 (b) already 
filed herein and noticed for hearing on the date, time 
and location as these 3 current motions, bear out, when 
analyzed and controlled by the complaint filed in said 
Idaho U.S. District Court, CV 01-266,:is an utter sham, 
concocted, contrived and falsely filed/presented before 
this Court to manufacture subject matter jurisdiction, 
which cannot be created, given or stipulated as existing 
before this Court, when such complaint, the actions of 
plaintiffs and their counsel, Alva A. Harris, are but 
illegal actions and crimes, ongoing, in violation of 
the Federal RICO ACT, which has exclusive jurisdiction 
of all federal issues of federal claims within and 
outside of said act,~Z8 U.S.C. section 1639, 28 U.S.C. 
sections 1331, 1367, 1391, et seq. 
But moreover, as controlling herein, is the very 
recent decision in Cedric Kushner Promotions, v. King 
which when applied to the verified averments of plaintiff 
JOHN N. BACH, in said USDC action CV 01-266, more than 
prima facially, if not evidentiarily, with clear and T? 
I Y-; 
convincing showing, that the defendants therein, Jack ! 3 
!- 2 
McLean, Mark Liponis, Katherine Miller, Alva A. Harris, ( 3  
(2 
and all other defendants therein named, especially those 
referred to as the "MILLER CRRZED POSSE" were engaged, 
and still are in multi-levels of conspiracies, joint 
ventures, enterprises, and other associations, etc., all in 
violation of the Federal RICO Act, 18 U.S.C sections 1961, et seq. 
As stated in Cedric Kushner, etc., ibid, 
JILinquistically speaking, an employee, who conducts the 
affairs of a corporation through illegal acts comes within 
the terms of a statute that forbids any 'person' unlawfully 
to conduct an 'enterprise', particularly when the statute 
explicitly defines 'person' to include 'any individual . . 
capable of holding a legal or beneficial interest in property,' 
and defines 'enterprise' to include a corporation.' 18 U.S.C. & &  
1961(3), (4). And linguistically speaking, the employee and 
the corporation are different 'persons,' even where the employee 
is the corporation's sole owner. After all, incorporation's 
basic purpose is to creat a distinct legal entity, with legal 
rights, obligations, powers, and privileges different from those 
of natural individuals, who created it, who own it, or whom 
it employsECitations Omitted]. . . . . .RICO both protects a 
legitimate 'enterprise' from those who would use unlawful acts 
to victimize it, United States v.., Turkette, 452 576, 591 (1981), 
and also protects the public from those who would unlawfully use 
an 'enterprise' (whether legitimate or illigitimate) as a 
'vehicle1 through which 'unlawful . . . activity is committed.' 
National Organizat,ion for, Women, Inc., 510 U.S. at 259. A 
corporate employee who cnnducts the corporation's affairs through 
b 3  an unlawful RICO 'pattern . . of a&i.vity,' &1962(c), uses that ,-o 
13 
corporation as a 'vehicle' whether he is, or is not, the sole c3 
3 
owner. . . . .we hold. . .when a corporate employee unlawfully ( 3  
conducts the affairs of the corporatio~~of~& he, is the sole 
owner -whether he conducts those affairs within the scope or 
aft's ~ot/~tns re (1) Did-NO Juris., (2) Transfr to USE, & (3) Sanctns P. 5. 
beyond the scope of corporation authority," 
. . . . . . . ,. . . . . . 
Such principles espouse in Ku,s,hrier 'v."K.inq pertinently 
and controlling apply to Alva A. ~arris, acting for Scona, 
Inc.,'along with Jack McLean, as president or vice president 
of those sham corporate entities formed, and names, identities 
and business usages, stolen from JOHN N. BACH, per which Harris, 
McLean, Katherine Miller, Liponis, Wayne Dawson, and those 
others stated in said complaint and per the attached exhibits 
and deeds in USDC, CV 01-2.66, at different occasions, levels, 
times, etc., victimized and cont'nue to do so, JOHN N. BACH, 
in racketeering activities through such enterprises and conspiracies, 
to deprive him and his family trusts of over 71 plus acres of 
real property and personalty therewith, business operations, 
advantages, etc., all with the exclusive jurisdiction of said 
Idaho U.S. District Court. 
B. Such egregious and criminal perpetration of racketeering 
activities, per said plaintiffs' and their connsells deception, 
fraud and contemptuously contrived acts of abuse of legal process 
and of sham jurisdiction of this court and over defendant's person 
herein calls for the most drastic of both monetary and dismissal 
measures, also per the provisions of Rule 11, IRCP. 
DATED: June 22, 2001 
CEF3'IF'ICATE OF SEWICE BY MAIL: I the tfndcs&sgned, certify this 22d day of ! 2 
June, 2001, that I did mail a copy of the foregoing document along with attach- ' 3 
ments, per separate envelopes with first class postage prepaid affixed thereto, ' 
toeachofthefollawing: Al~aA.Harris~P.0, 479, Shelley, ID83274,and 'I 
gudge Jon Shindirling, Bonneville Courthouse, 605 N. Capital Ave., Idaho Falls, 
Idaho 83401. P.\. 
Dftt s Not/Mtns re (1) Did-No Juris., (2) Transfr & ' u s I ~ ,  & (3) Sanctns P. 6. 
JOHN N. BACH 
1858 S. Euclid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 91 108 
Tel: (626) 799-3 146 
Plaintiff in Pro Per 
JOHN N. BACH, 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
c i v i l r - t ~ z ( 2 ~ .  
Plainti% ase NO. 8 r$ 
TETON COUNTY, IDAHO, ROY C. MOULTON, NANCY SCHWARTZ 
& LAURA LOWRY, Individually & as COUNTY PROSECUTORS & 
COUNTY A'ITORNEYS' OF =TON COUNTY, IDAHO; KIM COOKE & 
DAVE OVESON, Individually & as TETON COUNTY SHERIFFS; EILEEN 
HAMMON & JAMES DEWEY, Individually And as Deputy Sheriffs of Teton 
County; NOLAN BOYLE, Individually & as TETON COUNTY, IDAHO 
CLERK-RECORDER, LAVELL JOHNSON, BRENT ROBSON, MARK 
TRUPP & DAVE TRAPP, Individually & as TETON COUNTY, IDAHO 
COMMISSIONERS; YOLANDA VALLO, Individually & as an Employee of 
TETON COUNTY ASSESSOR'S OFFICE; COLIN LUKE, and PHYLLIS 
HANSEN, Individually & as employees of TETON COUNTY MAGISTRATE 
COURT; ARLENE LUKE, JAY CALDERWOOD and CLINT 
CALDERWOOD; and WILLIAM MOULTON, Individually and as 
CHAIRPERSON OF TETON COUNTY PLANNING & ZONING; 
COMPLAINT 
RE: FEDERAL CLAIM: 
Per  42 U.S .C.  S e c t j  
FEDERAL RICO ACT, 
For Damages, I n j u r i  
Declara tory  
& I n j u n c t i v e  R e l i e f ,  
Etc .  
KATHERINE M. MILLER, BOB FITZGERALD & PHYLLIS FITZGERALD, 
Individually and d/b/a Cache Ranch; CHRISTY MILLER, JACK L. McLEAN, 
PAULA EHRLER, WAYNE DAWSON, DONNA DAWSON, MARK 
LIPONIS, SIOBHAN MCNALLY & ALVA A. HARRIS, Individually & Jointly 
as sham and fraudulent Idaho Entities: SCONA INC., TARGHEE POWDER 
EMPORIUM, Inc., TARGHEE POWDER EMPORIUM UNLTD., and 
TARGHEE POWDER EMPORlUM LTD.; OLY OLSEN, FRANK BYERS, 
CRAIG CRASE, MIKE CROWLEY, BRUCE BLACKMER, BENJAMIN 
KEMSTRA, MARY LANGDON, JANET WOODLAND, JACK WEBB, JAN 
LEVANDOWSKI, RUSSELL FERRIS, ANN-TOY BROUGHTON, LOUIS 
GAYLOR, KENNETH BLAIR, HARLENE BLAIR, GARY BLAKE, JAN 
BLAKE, MARY SARRONE, Individually and d/b/a as AUNTY EM'S, 
TERRINA BEATTY, JOHN J. STEWART, ARMIN AND KATHY ROSS; 
DONALD L. HARRIS, SHAN PERRY, CHARLES HOMER, Individually & A JURY TRIAL 
d/b/a HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO, Agents of ST. PAUL IS REOUESTED 
INSURANCE COMPANY; CODY R W A N  & GALEN WOELK, Individually & 
d.b.a. RUNYAN & WOELK; KATHY RUNYAN & ROGER BRINK, Individually 
& d.b.a. ALTA REALTY & agents for LOVELL HARROP & LORRAINE 
HARROP; 
MARK MELEHES, Individually & d.b.a ALTA CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY; LOWELL CURTIS, STAN NICKELL & EARL HAMBLIN, 
Individually & Agents of TETON CANAL CO.; LARRY WILLIAMSON, 
Individually & as an Agent of GRAND TARGHEE SUMMER & SKI RESORT; 
MORI BERGMEYER, Individually & d/b/a BERGMEYER 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
DONNA WOOLSTENHULME, DAVID KEARSLEY & DOUGLAS MARTIN, 
individually & Agents of THE BANK OF COMMERCE, DRIGGS BRANCH; 
STATE OF IDAHO, IDAHO ATTORNEY GENERAL'S, KENNETH F. 
STRINGFLELD, Individually and as DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL OF 
IDAHO; 
EDWARD J. LODGE, B. L. WINMILL, LARRY M. BOYLE, MICKEL H. 
WILLIAMS & MARK ECHOHAWK, Individually; UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA; 
And DOES 1 through 20, Inclusive, 
Defendants. 
Plaintiff JOHN N. BACH, per F.R.C.P., Rule 14(a), alleges, as and for separate claims, 
against the hereinafter named Defendants as follows: 
I. STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
The acts, conducts, conspiracies, RICO enterprises, etc., & events, herein averred, 
occurred within Idaho, this Court's jurisdiction per 28 U.S.C. section 1331, plus, to an extent, 
1333(2) & 1367, and the venue of such claims, although, various acts, conduct, conspiracies, 
violations of mail, wire and interstate fiaud of commerce, etc., by said defendants and all of 
them, occurred beyond Idaho, in British Columbia, Canada, California, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Utah and Wyoming, the main focus, and still continuing conspiracy acts of all 
defendants are within Eastern Idaho, but some occurred/continue in this Court's Southern 
District. Venue of the Plaintiffs claims are properly before this Court, 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1391 (b). 
Each c l a im  h e r e i n  exceeds t h e  minimum monetary j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t h e  Cour t  
11. PARTIES 
2. A s  r e l e v a n t ,  P l a i n t i f f  JOHN N. BACH, h e r e a f t e r  
r e f e r r e d  t o  as "BATH" is  a C a l i f o r n i a  c i t i z e n  and r e s i d e n t  
s e a s o n a l l y  and f o r  b u s i n e s s  purposes so jou rn inq  and t a k i n a  
c a r e  o f  p rope r ty  i nves tmen t s ,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e s  and ho ld inqs  
i n  Teton County, Idaho. 
3 .  The f i r s t  grouping o f  named m u l f i p l e  . Defendants,  
a r e  e i t h e r  former commissioners o r  c u r r e n t  comriissioners,  
s h e r i f f s ,  d e p u t i e s ,  county p r o s e c u t o r s  and countv a t t o r n e v s , ,  
a s  w e l l  as o f f i c i a l s ,  employess and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s ,  who 
a r e  sued  h e r e i n  f i r s t  i n  t h e i r  i n d i v i d u a l ,  p e r s o n a l  and 
p r i v a t e  c a p a c i t i e s  and,  also;- who have a c t e d  and con t inue  
t o  a c t  under color of l a w ,  cusebm, p r a c t i c e  and a u t h o r i t i e s  
o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p u b l i c  p o s i t i o n s  and e m ~ l o y m c n t  o f  
Teton County, Idaho,  and are  r e s p e c t i v e l y ;  
a )  ROY C . - MOULTON, NANCY SCHF7.AFITZ & JiAURa. LOVJRV, 
Teton Countv P r o s e c u t o r s  and Countv At to rnevs ;  
b) K I M  COOKE S DAVE OVESON, Teton Countv S h e r i f q s ;  
c) EILEEN HAMMON & JAMES DEWEY, Teton d e ~ u t v  S h e r i f f s ;  
d )  NOLAN BOYLE , Teton County Clerk-Recorder ; 
e)  LAVELL JOHNSON, BRENT ROBSON'; NqW TRW? ;. nATrE 
TRAP??, Teton County Commissioners; 
f )  YOLANDA VALLQ, a s s i s t a n t  Teton Countv .Assessor, 
& emglovee o f  Teton County Assessor's O f f i c e ;  
g )  COLIN LUKE and PHYLLIS HAMSEN, emnlovees of  
Teton County M a g i s t r a t e  Court  & C l e r k ' s  O f f i c e ;  
h)  ARLENE LUKE, w i f e  o f  CQLIN LURE 
i) JAY CALDERWOOD, present3y a Teton Commissioner, 
& one of his sons, CLINT CALDERWOOD. 
j )  WILLIAM MOULTON, the brother of ROY C. MOULTON, 
individual1 & as Chairperson, Teton Planning & Zoning. 
Each and all of said multiple defendants, at all times revelant, 
have acted in conspiracies, joint ventures, enterprises, with 
commonality, mutual purposes and agencies, with each other and 
all other defendants in all groupings herein named, but most 
specifically, with and pursuant to official policies, actions 
and inactions, of deliberately, intentional, indifferent and 
invidiously discriminatory animus and custom of practices, etc., 
toward Plaintiff, in violations & offenses of his constitutional 
rights as alleged herein. They are referred to as "TETON COUNTY DEETmmmS.uu 
4. The Second Grouphq of Ilrultiple named Defendants, at all times 
relevant -have also acted not only in conspiracies, joint ventures, 
enterprises, with conmonalities, mutual purposes & agencies with 
each other & all other named defendants herein, but specifically 
in such capacities and relationships with each and all of the 
TETON COUNTY DEFENDANTS, especially ROY C. MOULTON, WILLIAM MOULTON, 
NANCY SCHWARTZ, DAVE OVESON, EILEEN HAMlTON, JAMES DEWEY, COLIN 
LUKE, PHYLLIS HANSEN, ARLENS LUKE, JAY CALDERWOOD, CLINT CALDERWOOD, 
& LAURA LOWRY. They are referred to as: "THE MIILE? CRAZED POSSE and are: 
a) KATHERINE M. MILLER, aka KATHERINE D. MILLER, KATHERIKE 
DEWEY & dba R.E.M., of Kt. Pleasant, Michigan & Tetonia, 
ID. , sued individually & dba CACHE RANCH, of Teton County, Idaho. 
KATHERINE M. MILLER, and in all said capacities, is 
a citizens and resident of different states, Michigan, 
Wyoming and Idaho. 
b) BOB FITZGERALD of  Teton County, Idaho (Cache 
Town a r e a ) ,  i n d i v i d u a l l y  and dba as Cache Ranch; 
c )  PHYLLIS FITGERALD, o f  Newwort Beach, C a l i f o r n i a  
and owner o f  r e a l  ~ r o ~ t e r v  i n  Teton Countv, Idaho 
(Cache Town a r e a ) ,  i n d i v i d u a l l v  and dba Cache Ranch; 
d)  CHRISTY MILLER of Ann Arbor,  Michiqan, dauf fh te r  of  
KATHERINE M. MILLER; 
e )  JACK L. McLEAN of  B r i t i s h  C o l ~ i a ,  Canada and 
who r e s i d e s  a t  t imes i n  Teton County, Idaho and 
h a s  numerous l a n d  ho ld ings  and p r o p e r t i e s  t h e r e i n ;  
f )  PAUL EHRLER, dauqh te r  o f  Jack McLean, of  B r i t i s h  
Columbia, Canada, who v i s i t s  and so jou rns  i n ,  
as w e l l  a s  has  ownership i n t e r e s t s  of real and 
pe r sona l  p r o p e r t i e s  -i-litQeton Countv and B l a i n e  
County, Xdaho ; 
g) WAYNE DAWSON & DONNA DAWSON, husband and G ~ i f e  
of  Chico, C a l i f o r n i a ,  who have r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
ho ld ings  i n  and v i s i t  Teton Countv, Idaho; 
h )  MARK LIPONIS & SIOBHAN MCNALLY, o f  Lenox, 
Massachuse t t s ,  husband and w i f e ,  who have real 
p rope r ty  ho ld ings  i n  and v i s i t  Teton Countv, Idaho; 
i) ALVA A. HARRIS, o f  S h e l l e y ,  Idaho ,  who a l o n a  w i t h  
a l l  de fendan t s  i n  t h i s  second a roup ina ,  a )  t h ~ o u a h  
h )  , a r e  sued  a l s o ,  n o t  on lv  i n d i v i d u a l l y  b u t  j o i n t l y ,  
& doing b u s i n e s s  a s  sham, f r a u d u l e n t  and i l l e a a l  
Idaho e n t i t i e s  a s  o f  November 1 3 ,  2000 and t o  d a t e  
h e r e o f ,  a s  SCONA, I N C . ,  TARGHEE ??OWDER EMPORIUM, I n c . ,  
TARGHEE POWDER EMPORIUM, UNLTD & TARGHEE PQWDER 
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LTD ; 
OLY OLSEN of T e t o n  C o u n t y ,  Idaho; 
FRANK BYERS of T e t o n i a ,  T e t o n  C o u n t v ,  Idaho; 
CRAIG CRASE of S a l t  L a k e  C i t v  & O g d e n ,  U t a h ;  
MIKE CROWLEY of C o l o r a d o  and New M e x i c o ;  
BRUCE BLACKMER of D r i g g s ,  Idaho; 
BENJAMIN KEMST.RA, of D r i u q s ,  Idaho; 
MARY LANGDON, of D r i g g s ,  Idaho; 
J A N E T  WOODLAND of Jackson,  W , v o r h k h g ~  
JACK WEBB, of D r i g g s ,  Idaho; 
J A N  LEVANDOWSKI, of Jacksen,  W v o m i n g  & D r i g g s ,  Idaho; 
R U S S E L L  F E R R I S  of D r i a g s ,  Idah?; 
ANN-TOY BROUGHTON, of T e t o n i a  area, Idaho; 
L O U I S  GAYLOR of A l t a ,  W y o m i n g ;  
KENRETH BLAIR & HARLEME B L A I R ,  husband & w i f e ,  of 
A l t a ,  W y o m i n g ;  
GARY BLAKE & JAN BLAKE, husband & w i f e  of  D r i o q s ,  IT); 
MARY S A W N ,  i n d i v u d a l l y  & dba AUNTY E M ' S  of kripa, Dl; 
TERRINA BF,ATIY, formrly of V i c t o r ,  Idaho, l iv inu sonwhere 
belived to  be, in New =a; 
JOHN J. STEWART, of R i v e r  H e i g h t s ,  U t a h  and T e t o n i a ,  IT'); 
ARMIN & KATHY ROSS ,  husband and w i f e ,  of M i n n e s o t a ,  
and D r i g g s ,  Idaho. 
5. T h e  t h i r d  grouping of T h i r d ' P a t t v  D e f e n d a n t s  are: 
a )  DONALD L .  H A R R I S ,  SHAN PERRY, CHAFCES Hr)MER., Ind iv-  
%dua l ly  & dba HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HARU & CRAPO, aaents 
of S T .  PAUL I N S U - W C E  COMpAYY, of Idaho Fa l l s ,  Idaho, 
and ST. PAUL 13JSURANCE COMPANY, an o u t  of s ta te  
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insurance company o r  corpora t ion;  
b) CODY RUNPAN, of  A l t a ,  Wyoming, and C-ALEN WOELR , 
of Teton County, Idaho, inCi+idual ly  & dba RWVAN 
& WOELK, of  Wyomins & Idaho; 
c) KATHY RUNYAN;? wi fe  of  Codv Runyan, of  A l t a ,  
Wyoming, & ROGER BRINK, of Teton Countv, Idaho, 
Ind iv idua l ly  & 6ba, ALTA REACTY; & a s  aqents  of  
LOVELL HARROP & LORRAINE HARROP, husband and wife  
of Rigby, Idaho and Arizona, 
A l l  t h e  aforenamed defendants  i n  t h i s  aroupina, ,have a t  a l l  
times a l l e g e d  h e r e i n ,  ac ted  i n  consp i rac ies ,  j o i n t  ventures ,  
e n t e r p r i s e s ,  wi th  comrnonalitv, mutual wnrvoses, agencies  
and representa tkves  no t  only of each o t h e r  and a l l  o t h e r  
defendants i n  s a i d  t h i r d  grouping, b u t  o f - a n d  f o r  a l l  o t h e r  
named defendants i n  t h e  f i r s t ,  second grouwinus of  defeI?dats, 
and a l s o  of a l l  o t h e r  and each defendants  named i n  t h e  
four th ,  f i f t h  and s i x t h  groupings of defendants ,  i n f r a .  
6 . The f o u r t h  groupins of m u l t i p l e  Defendants a r e :  
a )  MARK MELEHES, of A l t a ,  Wyoming, I n d i v i d u a l l v  & dba 
ALTA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY; 
b) LOWELL CURTIS I STAN NICKELL & EARL"AYBL1N of: 
Teton County, Idaho, i n d i v i d u a l l v  & a s  Auents of 
TETON CANAL CO.,  a  r i p a r i a n  and i r r i u a t i o n  2nter -  
s t a t e  water  supply comwanv, of  A l t a ,  Wvominp and 
Teton Countv , Idaho ; 
c) LARRY WILLIAMSON, of Al ta ,  Wvominu, I n d i v i d u a l l v  
& as agent  o f / fo r  GRAND TARGHEE SUMMER & SKI FIESOST, 
of A l t a ,  Wyoming, and doing bus iness  i n  and havina 
r e a l  and pe r sona l  p r o ~ e r t v  ho ld ings  i n  Teton Countv, 
Idaho;  and 
d)  MORI'.. BERGMEYER, I n d i v i d u a l l y  & dba BERGMEYES 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY, of Drigqs ,  Idaho.  
A l l  de fendan t s  i n  t h i s  f o u r t h  qrouping have a t  a l l  t i m e s  
h e r e i n  mentioned,  a c t e d  i n  c o n s ~ i r a c i e s ,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e s ,  aqencies 
1 and e n t e r p r i s e s  w i t h  each o t h e r  and a l l  o t h e r  de fendan t s  i n  
a l l  o t h e r  gaaupings o f  t h i r d  p a r t y  de fendan t s  h e r e i n .  
7. The F i f t h  grouping of m u l t i p l e  defendants  are: 
a )  DONNA WOOLSTENHUCME , b)' 13AS7ID KE_&%LEY & c) P3LrXA!3 
MARTIN, o f  Teton County, Idaho,  I n d i v i d u a l l v  & As 
Agents .of d )  . THE BANK OF COMWRCIE , DSICGS 
BRANCH, who m a l i c i o u s l ~ ,  d e l i b e r a t e l v ,  i n t e n t i o n a l l v  
and i l l e g a l l v ,  c o n s ~ i r e d ,  ~ l a n n e d ,  j o i n t l y  ac t ed  
with, a ided ,  a b e t t e d  and encouraged,  t h e  t h e f t  
o f  BACH's  moneys o f  $15,00r).Or),-'on/about Yov. 13 ,  2r)r)r), 
t o  be  s t o l e n ,  conver ted  and u t i l i z e d  bv t h o s e  
second grouping o f  t h i r d  p a r t y  de fendan t s ,  DaraqraDh 
4 a )  through i) and t h e  t h i r d  g r o u ~ i n q  o f  yulti- 
p l e  de fendan t s ,  Qaragrph 5 ,  b) and c ) ,  and-: . , further 
i n c l u d i n g ,  ARLENE LUKE, w i f e  o f  COLIN LUKE, de fendan t  
paragraph 3 ,  h ) ,  sup ra .  
A l l  de fendan t s  i n  t h i s  F i f t h  grouping a r e  members o f  t h e  
L.D.S. church ,  pu r suas ions  and p r a c t i c e s  o f  e x c l u d i n s  new 
comers, non L.D.S., from b u s i n e s s  o r  p r o p e r t y  h o l d i n a s ,  
and d i s c r i m i n a t i n g - . a g a i n s t  persons  who a r e  c r i t i c a l  of t h e  
p o l i c i e s  o f  church and s ta te  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  Teton County, ~ d a h o ,  
a s  a l l e g e d ,  i n f r a .  
-. - . G;,U:5$ 
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8. The Sixth Grouping of multiple defendants are: 
a) The STATE OF IDAHO; 
b) The IDAHO ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE; and 
c) KENNETH F. STRINGFIELD, Individually and. 
as/on behalf of, DEPUTY ATTOFWEY GENERAL of 
IDAHO, 
who at all times relevant, have acted not only individually, 
as aell as on behalf of and under color of law, title and 
authority on behalf of the STATE OF IDAHO, IDAHO ATTORNEY'S 
GENEFAL'S OFFICE, but also, and in particularly, on behalf 
of, and under further color of law, etc., for and on behalf 
of the said TETON COUNTY DEFENDANTS, and each of said defendants 
in that First Grouping, in undertaking further conspiratorial 
coverup and denial of both procedural and substantive rights 
of Plaintiff to due process and equal protection, in that 
among other and multiple overt, predicate and illegal acts, 
these said defendants have converted and precluded Plaintiff's 
-right possession, use and enjoyment not only of moneys as 
alleged hereafter, stolen by the MILLER CFAZED POSSE, but have 
engaged in unconstitutional deprivations of Plaintiff's First, 
Third, Fourth through and including his   our tee nth Amendment 
rights, especially of unconstitutional prejudgement attachment 
and confiscation of Plaintiff's moneys, real properties and 
other assets, all prohibited by the United States Supreme Court's 
. . . .  . .  
decision of Luqar v. Edmordson Oil Co., 457 US 922, 73 L Ed 2d 482, 102 S C t  
2744, 
by flagant unconstitutional misuse, misapplication and convolution 
of Idaho Criminal Code Rule 41.1, which rule is both unconstitutional 
on its face and in the application utilized by all of the aforesaid 
defendants, to unconstitutional seize, convert and preattach said 
assets & properties of Plaintiff - . - . , -  .,..,. U U t; tr !i 11 
9 .  The seventhgrouping o f  ii-tultiple . Defendants a r e :  
a )  EDWA-RD J. LODGE, 
b) B. L. WINMILL, - 
c) LARRY M. BOYLE, 
d )  MICHEL H. WILLIWS, 
e) MARK ECHOHAWCK , 
who a t  a l l  t i m e s  h e r e i n  mentioned,  have a c t e d  i n d i v i d u a i f y ,  
f o r  t h e i r  p e r s o n a l ,  p r i v a t e  and r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s ,  ~ e r s u a s i o n s ,  
and pef innerat ive  o b j e c t i v e s ,  o u t s i d e  o f  and s o l & l v  a p a r t  from 
t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s  o f  e i t h e r  judges ,  m a g i s t r a t e  judses  o r  l a w  
c l e r k  f o r  t h e  United S t a t e s  D i s t r i c t  Cour t ,  D i s t r i c t  o f  Idaho,  
and t h e  f )  UNITED STATES OF A%l3RICAf a l l  w i t h o u t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  
whol ly  w i thou t  immunit ies ,  i n  r a c k e t e e r i n g  schemes, e n t e r n r i s e s ,  
c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e s  and o ~ e r a t i o n s ,  mainly per L.D.S. 
b e l i e f s ,  pe r suas ions  and p r a c t i c e s  o f  a i d i n q ,  a b e t t i n q  and 
u n f a i r l y  a c t i n g ,  i n t e r v e n i n g  and ach iev ing  t h e  f u r t h e r  t o r t i o u s  
J l l e g a l  and c r i m i n a l  a c t i o n s  of  a l l  Third  P a r t v  Defendants 
o f  t h e  F i r s t ,  Second, Th i rd  and F i f t h  Grouwings o f  s a i d  
de fendan t s ,  s u p r a ,  and as f u r t h e r  a l l e g e d  h e r e i n ,  among a l l  
and each  o f  t h e  de fendan t s  i n  a l l  ~ r o u p i n g s  h e r e i n .  
111. STATEMENT OF FACTS 
1 0  . Teton County, Idaho ,  i s  a p i v b t a l  county 'of i n t e r s t a t e  
t r a v e l ,  b u s i n e s s  and commercial o ~ e r a t i o n s .  I t  i s  an a r t e r i a l  
g a t e  way of  such i n t e r s t a k e - A c t i v i t i e s  .w i th in  t h e  W . I . M . ,  
geographic  and g e o l o g i c a l  t r i a n g l e ,  comprisinq:  ~ v o m i n a ,  
Idaho and Montana- The overwhelming m a j o r i t y  o f  r e s i d e n t s  and 
occupants  of  Teton County, Idaho,  some 70% o r  more, a r e  
of t h e  s taunch  f a i t h ,  p r a c t i c e ,  pe r suas ion  and under  t h e -  
s t r i c t  o v e r s e e r i n g  o f  t h e  L.D.S. Church wards and s t a k e  
pres idency  o f  Teton County. Such L.D.S. church ~ r a c t i c e s ,  
policies, :- .customs and h a b i t s  permeate,  c o n t r o l  and e x e r t  
everyday i n f l u e n c e s  on a l l  county,  towns1 and o t h e r  D ~ b l i c  
e n t i t i e s  boards ,  o p e r a t i o n s  and promulgat ions ,  e t c . ,  w i t h i n  
Teton"County, t o  t h e  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  e x t e n t  and v i o l a t i o n s  
t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  no s e p a r a t i o n s  o f  church and s ta te  o f  govern- 
mental  a c t i v i t i e s ,  o f  gmenmmM- o f f i c i a l s '  t hough t s ,  a c t i o n s  
o r  po lkkes  and t h a t  a s  a r e s u l t  t h e r e o f ,  t h e r e  e x i t  de  f a c t o  
governmental e n t i t i e s  c o n t r o l l e d  and o p e r a t e d  by L.D.S. ~ u b l i c  
o f f i c i a l s  and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  i n  such governmental  e n t i t i e s  
t h a t  p e r  custom, p r a c t i c e ,  h a b i t ,  b e l i e f s .  o f  t h e  L.D.S. 
church n o t  on ly  i g n o r e ,  evade and v i o l a t e  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
r i g h t s  o f  BACH, b u t  d e l i b e r a t e l v ,  i n t e n t i o n a l l v ,  a t  t i m e s  w i t h  
e v i l ;  : s p i t e  and g r e a t  a n o m i s i t i e s ,  r e f u s e  t o  t a k e  a c t i o n s  t o  
p rov ide  p rocedura l  and s u b s t a n t i v e  r i g h t s  o f  due n roces s  
and e q u a l  p r o t e c t i o n  t o  BACH, and such a t t i t u d e s ,  demeanors 
and mindse t s  have become t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c i e s ,  i n a c t i o n s  
and even c r i m i n a l  p u r s u i t e s  and p r o t e c t i o n  o f  de fendan t s  
n d e d  h e r e i n .  
11. BACH, r e f e r s  t o  h i s  Answers and Countercla ims 
f i l e d  i n  t h o s e  companion a c t i o n s ,  CV 01-117 and CV 01-118, of this Cou: 
and i n c o r p o r a t e s  a l l  h i s  a l l e a a t i o n s  t h e r e i n  con ta ined  h e r e i n  
a s  though s e t  f o r t h  i n  f u l l .  
12. BACH f u r t h e r  r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o r ~ o r a t e s  h e r e i n ,  
t h a t  a c t i o n  d i smissed  b e f o r e  t h i s  Court ,  e n t i t l e d  KATHEWYE I 
M. MILLER, P l a i n t i f f ,  v. J O H N  N .  BACH, TARGHEE POWDE2 EMPORIUY, 
,-. 7 - -  
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I N C . ,  an Idaho Corpora t ion ,  b e i n g  t h i s  C o u r t ' s  number CV 
00-358-E-BLW, and i n c o r p o r a t e s  a11 h i s  mot ions ,  d e c l a r a t i o n s ,  
f i l i n g s  and r e q u e s t  made t h e r e i n ,  i n  t h i s  c o m ~ l a i n t  a s  unref-  
u t a b l e  ev idence ,  t h a t  BACH w a s  t h b  pu rchase r  n o t  o n l v  o f  
a  f o r t ?  (40) a c r e  p a r c e l ,  under t h e  name o f  TARGHEE DOW9EF 
EMPORIUM, I N C . ,  wi th  11 water  s h a r e s  of  TETON CANAL CO, b u t  
waa i n i t i a l l y ,  a  one h a l f  owner and p a r t n e r  w i t h  KATREriTPJE 
M. MILLER of  f e e  ownership o f  a 110 f o o t  wide s t r * ~  on t h e  
West boundary o f  Highway 3 3 ,  j u s t  t o  t h e  South o f  m i l e ~ o s t  
138 which pro longa ted  s l i g h t l y  o v e r  a  h a l f  m i l e  t o  h i s  s a i d  
f o r t y  (40) a c r e a  p a r e e l ,  which p a r t n e r s h i p  was d i s s o l v e d  
and t e rmina t ed  due t o  t h e  numerous c r i m i n a l  a c t s  o f  KATHEPIYE 
M. MILLER and h e r  MILLER CRAZED POSSEE de fendan t s ,  a s  a  r e s u l t  
o f  which BACH became t h e  s o l e  owner; havinq e x c l u s i v e  u se ,  
occupancy, pos ses s ion  and enjoyment o f  s a i d  40 a c r e    arc el 
and s a i d  1 lOfoo t  by one h a l f  m i l e  i n  f e e  s t r i ~  of  - . , ~ r o ~ e r t i e s j  
and is  t o  t h i s  d a t e ,  such s o l e  owner , ,  etc.  t h e r e o f .  w i th  
'KATHERIYE M. MILLER having been p a i d  f o r  h e r  one-half   arkh hers hi^ 
i n t e r e s t  by BACH.4ofZsetting h e r  valued oneha l f  i n t e r e s t  a g a i n s t  
t h e  more t h a h '  $26,000.00 worth  o f  w r o ~ e r t v  damaqes wrought w i t h i n  
l a s t  2 years by MILLER CRAZED POSSE on and t o  h i s  s a i d  4rl a c r e s ,  
h i s  h o r s e s ,  t h e  numerous p h y s i c a l  imorovements, c o n s t r u c t i o n s  
of  b u i l d i n g s ,  roads ,  f e n c e s ,  g a t e s ,  l e v e e s ,  ponds, f i e l d  c r o o s ,  he  
pa id  far and had i n s t a l l e d  the reon ,  a long  w i t h  a l l  l e v i e d  t a x e s ,  
s i n c e  he purchased s a i d  4 0  a c r e s  i n  l a t e  December, 1994. 
13. BACH has  a l s o  acqu i r ed  o t h e r  r e a l  ~ r o p e r t v  inves tments  
and j o i n t  venkure ho ld ings ,  known a s  and r e f e r r e d  t o  a s :  
a )  One (1) a c r e  w i t h  house and improvements 
-\ .? -, ,^ - 11 - U u a u  $8 
known a s  195 N.  Highway 195,  Dr iags ,  Idaho; 
b) An a d d i t i o n a l  one h a l f  i n t e r e s t  w i t h  
WAYNE DAWSON & DONNA DAWSON, i n  almost 9 a c r e s  
t o  t h e  South and immediately a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  E a s t  
o f  s a i d  one a c r e ,  195 N .  Highway 195; 
c) An undiv ided  one-four th  owners hi^ i n t e r e s t ,  
i n  f o r t y  a c r e s  known as t h e  Peacock Road P r o ~ e r t v ,  
o r - a  10 a c r e    or ti on t h e r e o f ,  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  undivided 
h o l d e r s  o f  one- four th  each be ing  JACK M C L E ~ ,  WAYNE 
& DONNA DAWSON and BACH's eister  and h e r  husband,  
Diana and Milan Cheovich; 
d)  An undivided one - t h i r d  i n t e r e s t ,  of m l l  p lus  
a c r e  p o r t i o n  t h e r e o f ,  o f  a lmost  34 a c r e s  a long  
t h e  W e s t  s i d e  o f  Highway 3 3 ,  j u s t  soukh o f  
Leigh Creek, known as  t h e  Drawknife P r o ~ e r t v  I n v e s t -  
ment, w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  one - th i rd  undivided owers -be ins  
Jack McLean (one- th i rd)  and MARK LIPONIS and STOSDAV 
MCNALLY (also one t h i r d ) .  
1 .  Unbeknownst t o  BACH, u n t i l  sometime i n  mid Januarv  
2001, and c o n t i n u i n g  t o  be d i s c l o s e d  more and more t o  him 
t o  d a t e  h e r e o f ,  t h e  de fendan t s  MILLER CRAZED POSSE, hasextemded 
t h e i r  c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  e n t e r p r i s e s ,  j o i n t  ven tu re s  and common 
p l a n s  o f  a c t i o n  and t h e f t ,  e tc . ,  o f  a l l  o f  BACH's  s a i d  r e a l  
p r o p e r t i e s  w i t h  improvements, i n  o r  around t h e  l a t t e r    art 
o f  1997 and f o r  c e r t a i n  i n t o  1998, 1999 and 2000 .  P e r  s a i d  
c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  ROY C . MOULTON, NANCY SCHWARTZ , ALVA A. HARRIS, 
DONALD L. HARRIS, SHm PERRY'--and CHARLES HOMER, i n  a l l  
c a p a c i t i e s  as s t a t e d  h e r e i n ,  met w i t h ,  planned w i t h  and c o n s ~ i r e d  
- 1 -  
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no t  on ly  wi th  each o t h e r  b u t  a l l . . o t h e r  de fendan t s  and each 
defendant  i n  a l l  s i x t h  groupings  h e r e o f ,  t o  n o t  on ly  s t e a l  
s a i d  r e a l  p rope r ty  h o l a i n g  and inves tments ,  a l o n q  w i t h  a l l  
improvements, f i x t u r e s ,  c o n s t r u c t e d  b u i l d i n a s ,  e t c . ,  t he reon ,  
b u t  t o  u l f l i z e  through s a i d  de fendan t s  p u b l i c  ~ o s i t i o n s ,  
c a p a c i t i e s ,  and c o l o r  o f  law and l e g a l  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  a  i32eGeks 
p r o t e c t i o n  r a c k e t ,  s c h ~ m e  and e n t e r p r i s e s ,  s o  as t o  ~ r e c l u d e ,  
deny and f r u s t r a t e  e n t i r e l y ,  B A C H ' s  r ecou rce  f o r  r e l i e f  
t o  t h i s  very d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  p e r  t h e  c r i m i n a l  and  i l l e g a l  
a c t i o n s  taken by t h o s e  m e m b e r s  of  t h e  MILLER C U Z E D  POSSE 
and t h e i r  counse l ,  de fendan t s  p e r  P a r a g r a ~ h s  3 t h roush l4 ,  s u o r a -  
w i t h  defendants  o f  t h e  f irst  grouping,  paragrawh 3 ,  f a i l i n g  
d e l i b e r a t e l y ,  i n d i f f e r e n t l y ,  d i sck i imina tor i ly  afid w i th  u t t e r  
d i s r e g a r d  and m a l ~ c ~ o u s  d e p r i v a t i o n  o f  BACH's  c o n s t i t u t i o a l  
and ~ i v i l  r i g h t s  as a l l e a e d  h e r e i n ,  and a f f o r d i n g  him meaninqless  
i f  no p r o t e c t i o n ,  a g a i n s t  s a i d  de fendan t s  o v e r t  a c t s  and 
c o m p l i c i t o r i a l  c r i m e s  a g a i n s t  him and h i s    roper ties o f :  
a) r epea t ed  a s s a u l t s  and b a t t e r i e s  a g a i n s t  him; 
b )  c r i m i n a l  and t o r t i o u s  t r e ~ a s s e s ,  damaaing o f  h i s  
r e a l  and p e r s o n a l  p r o p e r t i e s ;  
c) S t a l k i n g ,  h a r a s s i n g  p u r s u i t s ,  p e r s o n a l  and g r o w  
i n t i m i d a t i o n  o f  h i m s e l f ,  h i s  w i t n e s s e s  i n  whol ly  
unfounded c r i m i n a l  misdemeanor c h a r g e s  sought. .and 
brought  by s a i d  de fendan t s ,  wherein n o t  on ly  w e r e  
documents of  excu lpa to ry  ev idence  d e l i b e r a t e l y  and 
c r i m i n a l l l y  w i thhe ld  from him, b u t  f u r t h e r  f a b r i c a t e d  
evidence,  doeuments, t e s t i m o n i e s ,  p e r j u r y ,  suborna t ion  
o f  p e r j u r y ,  e x t o r t i o n ,  b r i b e q  o f  p u b l i c  o f f i c i a l s  
and c r i m i n a l  c o n s p i r a c i e s  of judges,  f e d e r a l  and 
s t a t e ,  p e r  18 U.S,C. s e c t i o n s  240, 241, e t c . ,  
p e r p e t r a t e d  a g a i n s t  BACH, a l o n s  w i t h  o b s t r u c t i o n s  
~f  j u s t i c e  and impeding o f  access and Process  of  
r e l i e f  from t h i s  very  c o u r t ,  i n  t h a t  s t i l l  c u r r e n t  
a c t i o n ,  CV 99-014-E-BLW. 
d )  T o t a l l y  e r roneous  r e ~ o r t s ,  f a l s e  c h a r g e s ,  f a l s e  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  brought ,  conducted and pursued 
a g a i n s t  Bach by each o f  t h e  de fendan t s  i n  t h e  F i r s t  
Grouping, paragraph 3 ,  s u p r a ,  du r ing  which i l l e q a l  
and i n v i d i o u s l y  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  a c t i o n s ,  ~ o l i c i e s ,  
h a b i t s  and customs o f  s a i d  de fendan t s ,  BACH i n s i s t e d  
and demanded t h a t  c r i m i n a l  charges  b e  brought  a u a i n s t  
s a i d  de fendan t s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  HMZMON, DEWEY, MOULTON, 
SCHWARTZ, and a l l  t h o s e  de fendan t s  l i s t e d  i n  ~ a r a s r a ~ h s  
4 ,  a )  through $1 and 5, b )  c).; 7 ,  a )  through d) 
e )  F i l i n g  o f  f a l s e  documents, m e s e n t a t i o n  of c o n t r i v e d  
f a l s i f i e d  documents o f  ev idence ,  d e c l a r a t i o n s ,  a f q i d a v i t s ,  
and even c r i m i n a l  .per ju ry  and suborna t ion  o f  ~ e r j u r v  
by de fendan t s  i n  paragraph 4 ,  a) t h rouah  i) , ' p a r a -  
5 ,  a )  b )  and 8 ,  b)  , c) and e) i n  numerous s t a t e  
c r i m i n a l  a c t i o n s  and i n  s a i d  c u r r e n t l v  ~ e n d i n a  
a c t i o n ,  CV 99-014-E-BLW 
'f) Defendant ROY" C. MOULTON, d e s p i t e  be ing  voted o u t  
b u t  3 s  Teton County P r o s e c u t o r  and At to rnev ,  s t i l l  
cont inued  t o  a c t  as such bo th  as a  p r i v a t e  con t  ractQ.r- 
and a d v i s o r  t o  s a i d  de fendan t s  i n  p a r a g r a ~ h  3 ,  l i s t i n s  
h i s  t e l ephone  i n  t h e  governmental i n fo rma t ion  Paqes 
of  numerous te lephone  d i r e c t o r i e s  as s t i l l  being 
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s a i d  Teton County's  P rosecu to r  and a t t o r n e v ,  
f u r t h e r  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h a t  v i a  Teton County 
p rosecu t ions  he  was t h e  p rosecu to r  f o r  t h e  c i t a t i o n s  
w r i t t e n ,  i s s u e d  i n  Driqgs  and Te ton ia  t o w n s h i ~ s ,  
and p e r s o n a l l y  adv i sed ,  counse l l ed  and involved  
himself  w i t h  ' M i l l e r ,  McLean, Schwartz,  Alva H a r r i s ,  
Donald L.  H a r r i s ,  Shan Pe r ry ,  and a l l  o t h e r  de fendan t s  
named p e r  p a r a g r a ~ h  3 ,  sup ra ,  t o  v i o l a t e  alllBACHts 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r i g h t s  a s  a l l e g e d  h e r e i n ,  and t o  
d r i v e  him a t  every s t a g e ,  a c t i v i t v  o r  p re sence  and l a n d  
o w n e r s h ~ p ,  from Teton County, Idaho.  To a i d  i n  t h i s  
f u l l  d i r e c t i o n s  and i n s t i g a t i o n  by Moulton o f  h i s  
and s a i d  o t h e r  c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  he  f u r t h e r  c r i m i n a l l v  
aTded, a b e t t e d  and consp i r ed  w i t h  a l l  of  s a i d  d e f e n d a t s  
and each o f  them t o  d e s t r o y  evidence,  w i thho ld  ev idence ,  
and t o  suborn and commit a c t s  o f  p e r j u r y ,  e x t o r t i o n  and 
t h e f t  o f  BACH's  r i g h t s ,  p r o ~ e r t y  i n t e r e s t s  and t o  
i n f l i c t  upon him a s  much pe r sona l  i n j u r i e s ,  i n s u l t s ,  
defamatory s t a t e m e n t ,  d i s ~ a r a g i n a  rumors, charges  
and p r o l i f e r a t i o n  o f  h a t e f u l  i n fo rma t ion  amon9 Teton 
County, A l t a ,  Wyoming and even i n  C a l f f o r n i a .  
g )  Defendants,  CODY RUNYAN, GALEN WOELK and KATHY 
RUNYAY, i n  a l l  c a p a c i t i e s  named h e r e i n ,  j b i n p d  w i t h  
s a i d  defendants  of  paraqraphs  3 ,  4; and 6 ,  t o  
p e r p e t r a t e  a l s o  s i m i l a r  c r i m i n a l  and t o r t i o u s  a c t s  
a g a i n s t  BACH, a s  s t a t e d ,  sup ra ,  knowing t h a t  thev 
w e r e  v i o l a t i n g  former a t t o r n e y - c l i e n t  and f i d u c i a r v  
r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i th  BACH, d i s c l o s i n g  h i s  c o n f i d e n t i a l  
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p r i v i l e g e s ,  ~ : f n f o m a t i o n  and d a t a ,  e t c .  , he  had 
provided and c o n f i d d i n  them a s  t o  l e g a l  m a t t e r s  
i n v o l v i n g  t h e  defendants  h e r e i n ,  t h a t  h e  had sought  
t h e i r  a d v i s e  abou t ,  which v i o l a t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  canons 
of  e t h i c s  and p r o f e s s i o n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  t o  BACH 
they used a g a i n s t  him i n  numereous legai m d s  & matters 
i n  which s a i d  defendant  p e r s o n a l l v  D a r t i c i ~ a t e d ,  
d i r e c t e d  and o r c h e s t r a t e d  as f u r t h e r  e x ~ a n s i o n  of 
t h e i r  c o n s p ~ f a c i e s  w i t h  a l l  o t h e r  d e f e n d a n t s ,  i n  
doing t h e  damages and c a u s i n g  t h e  i n j u r i e s  t o  BACH 
and s t e a l i n g  o r  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  s teal  h i s  r e a l  and 
p e r s o n a l  p r o p e r t i e s  through t h e i r  a c t f o n s  and 
involvements a long  w i t h  t h o s e  de fendan t s  o f  t h e  
MILLER CRAZED POSSE, and a l l  o t h e r  de fendan t s  h e r e i n .  
) MII;LER'S CRAZED PSSE,  a l l  defendants t h e r e o f ,  f u r t h e r  
consp i red ,  coo rd ina t ed  and planned w i t h  j o i n t  a c t i o n s ,  
e n t e r p r i s e s ,  through and w i t h  t h e  f u r t h e r  ~ a r t i c i ~ a t i o n  
of defendants  p e r  paragraph c) and d)  o f  t h i s  paragraph ,  
w i t h  a l l  t h e  de fendan t s  o f  paragraph 6 ,  a )  through d) 
n- ,-: - 
t o  damage m's said:realty and p e r s o n a l t y ,  t o  c o n v e r t  
and deny un to  him access t o  sa id  properties, to h i s  water 
shares and rights not only p e r  t h e  TETON CZLVAL CO . , b u t  
t o  have EARLE HAMBLIN, LOWELL CURTIS, STAN NICKEL 
and LAVELL JOHXSON, m i s a p w r o ~ r i a t e  and u s e  f o r  them- 
s e l v e s  and o t h e r s ,  a l l  o f  BACH's  33 p l u s  wa te r  s h a r e s  
and r i p a r i a n  water r i g h t s  t o  h i s  p r o p e r t i e s ,  and then  had 
MELES p l u s  BERGMEYER and t h e i r  r e s n e c t i v e  c o m ~ a n i e s  
t h e  MILLER CRAZED POSSE, a l l  members t h e r e o f ,  i n f l i c t  
t h e  damages and p e r s o n a l  i n j u r i e s  upon BACH h e r e i n  
a l l e g e d :  and f u r t h e r  e n l i s t e d  and had join'. them 
in- .subh p u r s u i t s ,  LARRY WILLIAMSON, i n  a l l  c a ~ a c i t i e s  
named h e r e t o ,  t o  s a n c t i o n ,  condone and r a t i f y ,  t h e  
MILLER CRAZRD POSSE'S pe r sona l  a c t s  of a s s a u l t ,  
b a t t e r y ,  i n t i m i d a t i o n ,  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n ,  defamat ion 
and d i spa ra t~emen t ,  harassment ,  e t c . ,  a t  t h e  Grand 
Targhee Summer and S k i  Respor t ,  whenever, BACH, a s  
t h e r e  as a s e a s o n a l . s k i  pas s  h o l d e r ,  o r  a t t e n d i n a  
e v e n t s ,  such as t h e  summer mus ica l  f e s t i v a l s  o r  
o t h e r  a c t i v i t i e s  a t  Grand Targhee r e s o r t .  WILLIAMSON, 
knew o f  such a c t i v i t i e s  and i l l e g a l  t o r t i o u s  conduct  
a g a i n s t  BACH, by most7 members:-df t h e  MILLER CRAZED 
POSSE on s a i d  r e s o r t ' s  grounds,  b u t  d i d  no th ing  and 
r e f u s e d  t o  s t o p  such t o r t i o u s ,  i l l e g a l  and c r i m i n a l  
conduct  and a c t f  ons o f  a a i d  defendants .  
. i: ) Defendants named i n  pwaq--phs"3-4 & .9, also e n t e r e d  i n t o  
s a i d  c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  r a c k e t e e r i n g  e n t e r p i s e s ,  j o i n t  
ven tu re s  and a g e n c i e s ,  w i th  defendants ,  Df3?WL',D HARRIS, 
SHAN B. PERRY, and t h e i r  l a w  f i r m ,  a s  w e l l  a s  knowina 
t h a t  they  r e p r e s e n t e d  ST PAUL INSUwCE COYPAYY, and -. 
through meet ings  o u t s i d e  o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  judae 
p o s i t i o n s  and c a p a c i t i e s ,  p lanned,  d i s c u s s e d  and 
communicated wi th  each  o t h e r  a l l  w i thou t  BACH's  knowledae 
how t o  d e f e a t  h i s  c l a i m s  i n  s a i d  s t i l l  c u r r e n t  a c t i o n  
CV 99-014, how n o t  t o  d i s c l o s e  t h e  p e r j u r y  o r  suborna t ion  
o f  p e r j u r y  o r  o b s t r u c t i o n  o f  j u s t i c e  occasioned bv 
'7 '7 , ,.. 
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s a i d  defendants  Zawyers and s a i d  j u r i s t s  and law c l e r k ,  
and t o  bury BACH wi th  f a l s e  and d e l i b e r a t e l v  c o n t r i v e d  
f a c t s ,  m a t e r i a l s  and f i l i n g s  i n  s a i d  CV 99-014 and 
t o  p r e s e n t  him a s  a  former  a t t o r n e y  who was wi thou t  
s e n s i b i l i t i e s ,  reason ,  p rope r  c l a i m s ,  and t h e  f a c t s  
a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  c o r r e c t  a ~ p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  ~ E I W  i n  s u n ~ o r t  
of h i s  c la ims  i n  CV 99014 and i n  6 t h e r  a c t i o n s  t hen  
b e f o r e  s a i d  judges ,  wherein  BACH was a c t i n q  f o r  ~ a r t i e s ,  
a s  t h e i r  p a r a l e g a l ,  i n v e s t i g a t o r ,  r e s e a r c h e r  and s e c r e t a r v  
f o r  t h e  t y p i n g  and p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  i n  Dro D e r  f i l i n q s  
a g a i n s t  such very  judges ,  law c l e r k  and o t h e r  c o u r t  pe r sonne l .  
S a i d  de fendan t s  and each  of them p e r  s a i d  f u r t h e r  c o n s ~ i r a c v ,  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  p l ann ing  and j o i n t  i l l e g a l ,  and c r i m i n a l  
a c t i o n s ,  d e l i b e r a t e l y  prec luded  BACH's  u n f e t t e r e d  d i scove ry  
e f f o r t s ,  r i g h t s  and motions r e l a t e d  t h e r e t o ,  i n  s a i d  
CV 99-014, which w e r e  f u r t h e r  a c t s ,  conduct  and e v e n t s  
o f  t h e  o b s t r u c t i o n  o f  2us t i ce  o f  BACH's r i q h t s  b e f o r e  
s a i d  CV 99-014 and i n  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  l e g a l  matters, a c t i o n s  
s t a t e d  h e r e i n ,  sup ra ,  and i n f r a .  
S a i d  MILLER CRAZED POSSE de fendan t s ,  each and evervone 
of  them, i n c l u d i n q  JOHN J. STEWART, ARMIN & KATHY ROSS, 
TERRINA BEATTY, b e s i d e s  embarking on s a i d  t o r t i o u s  and 
c r i m i n a l  a c t s ,  made it a p o i n t  t o  t a l k  t o  any one b e l i e v e d  
t o  be  a f r i e n d ,  a s s o c i d t e  o f  BACH and t o  v i l i f y  him i n  
what e v e r  manner, Tdshiom, o r  un t rue  s t a t e m e n t s ,  t o  cause  
him t o  n o t . o n l y  shunned i n  Teton County, Jackson ,  ~ v o m i n a  
o r  e lsewheres  b u t  t o  i n t e n t i o n a l l  d e p r i v e  him of  anv l i v e l i -  
hood o r  means of  s u p p o r t ,  work o r  income i n  E a s t e r n  Idaho.  
- - .  - m- 
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15 .  From the  p e r i o d  of  A ~ o u n d  J u l y  1999 throuqh t h e  
p r e s e n t  d a t e  and con t inu ing  t h e  MILLER CRAZED POSSE.'defendahts, 
each and every one o f  them, have worked i n  n o t  on lv  doing 
and i n f l i c k k n g  such damages and i n j u r i e s  on BACH, b u t  have 
f u r t h e r  caused t o  b e  formed sham, f r a u d u l e n t  and vo id  c o r ~ o r a t i o n s  
and  b u s i n e s s  e n t i t i e s ,  l unde r  t h e  names,which were be inq  used 
bpVBACH i n  a l l  h i s  s a i d  r e a l  and p e r s o n a l t y  h o l d i n g s ,  and t o  
i s s u e  f r a u d u l e n t  deeds ,  vo id  i n  and of  themselves ,  p e r  Idaho 
l a w ,  and t o  r eco rd  f r a u d u l e n t  and voidedeeds t o  themse lves ,  
on o r  about  November 21, 2000, a s  w e l l  a s  s t65 . l ing  from 
BACH h i s  mopey5 o f  $15,000.00 a i d e d ,  a b e t t e d  .and-  a s s i s t ed - -by=-  , 
a l l  defendants  named i n  paragraphs  3 , > 5 - a n d  6 ,  suDra,  At tached 
h e r e t o ,  marked r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  EXHIBITS " X "  , " 2 " ,  "3" ,  " 4 "  and " 5" 
are cop ie s  o f  such l e g a l  d e s c r i p t i o n s  and/or deeds where s a i d  
defendants  have a t t empted  t o  s tea l  and have s t o l e n  t h e  t i t l e  
and p r o p e r t y  i n t e r e s t s  o f  BACH's  s a i d  b u s i a e s s  e n t i t i e s ,  names, 
and t h e  r e a l  p rope r ty  ho ld ings  as a f o r e s a i d .  BACH seeks  
bo th  monetary, i n j u c k i v e  and e q u i t a b l e  r e l i e f  a g a i n s t  a l l  
defendants  h e r e i n ,  t o  have such real  and p e r o s n a l  ~ r o ~ e r t y  
i n t e r e s t s  r e a f f i r m e d ,  confirmed and q u i e t e d  t i t l e  t o  s o l & l y  
. J l ~'~3 
and ex i ime ive ly  t o  h imse l f .  S T  h\tAchSd - 
IV .  FEDERAL CLAIMS 
A. YIOLATTaNS OF 4 2  U.S.C. S e c t i o n  1983 
1 6 .  BACH r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o r p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e a a t i o n s  
of each paragraph,  1 through 1 5 ,  h e r e i n .  
7 .  S a i d  de fendan t s  and each o f  them, i n  a l l  q r o u ~ i n g s  
s t a t e d  and s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  preced ing  paragraphs ,  ~ u r . ~ u e d  p e r  
s a i d  c o n s p i r a c i e s ,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e s ,  e n t e r p r i s e s ,  mutual  
agenc ie s ,  e tc . ,  and main ta ined ,  f o s t e r e d ,  implemented, 
condoned a s  o f f i c i a l  p o l i c i e s ,  p r a c t i c e s  and customs 
of n o t  on ly  f a i l i n g  t o  p r o p e r l y  t r a i n ,  e m ~ l o y ;  s u ~ e r v i s e d  
and provide  funds ,  means and s u p p o r t s  o f  s a i d  s h e r i f f s ,  
deputy s h e r i f f s ,  p r o s e c u t o r s  and cofmty a t t o r n e y s ,  b u t .  
a l s o  d e l i b e r a t e l y  i n d i f f e r e n c t ,  r a c i a l ,  e t h n i c  and o t h e r  
i n t e n t i o n a l  pfi .ci&.of i n a c t i o n  and ma l i c ious  r e f u s a l s  t o  
p r o t e c t  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l ,  p r o p e r t y  and c i v i l  r i g h t s  o f  
BACH, e s p e c i a l l y  of h i s  k i g h t s  p e r  t h e  United S t a t e s  
C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  of l i f e ,  l i b e r t y ,  t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n ,  o w e r n s h i ~ ,  
enjoyment of  p r o p e r t y ,  and h i s  r i g h t s  Per t h e  F i r s t ,  Th i rd ,  
Four th ,  S i x t h  through Ninth  and Four t een th  Amendments t o  
t h e  United S t a t e s  Conskk~tut ion,  e s p e c i a l l y  o f  h i s  r i a h t s  
t o  f r e e ;  speech ,  a s s o c i a t i o n ,  exc lus ion  of  church f r o m ' - s t a t e ,  a t  a l l  
s t a t e ,  munic ipa l  and fedeaxal c o u t s  and s ta te  c o u r t s  l e v e l s ,  o f  
h i s  s a i d  r i g h t s  o f  due p r o c e s s  and equa l  p r o t e c t i o n &  familial relationsh 
t o  be  f r e e  from t h e  c r i m i n a l  conduct ,  c o n s ~ i r a c i e s  and involvements 
of any and a l l  de fendan t s  i n  denying un to  him a c c e s s  t o  t h i s  
c o u r t ,  i n  o t h e r  p rev ious ly  s t a t e d  a c t i o n s  o r  now i n  t h i s  a c t i o n  
i t s e l f .  F u r t h e r ,  t h e  combined p o s i t i o n s  o f  Teton County ~ r o s e c u t o r s ,  
county 8 1wo. at-om-s have c r e a t e d ,  under c o l o r  o f  law and more 
such p r o v i s i o n a l / p r o h i b i t e d  a c t s  p e r  4 2  U.S.C. sec. 1983, i n t r e n c h -  
a b l e  c o n f l i c t s  o f  i n t e r e s t s ,  v i o l a t i o n s  o f  ~ ~ b l i c  t r u s t ,  and 
t h e  f o s t e r i n g  of  o f f i c i a l  custom, 'polkky and p r a c t i c e  o f  d e l i b e r -  
a te  i n d i f f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  r i g h t s  of BACH and o t h e r s  l i k e  him who 
s u e  i n  c i v i l  proceedings  s a i d  county,  i t s  o f f i c i a l s  and emnlovees, 
b u t  who then a r e  i n v i d i o u s l y  t a r q e t t e d ,  d i s c r i m i n a t e d  a a a i n s t  
c r i m i n a l l y  i n v e s t i g a t e d ,  pursued,  t r e a t e d  and/or ~ r o s e c u t e d  
f o r  t h e  s o l e  purpose o f  d e f e a t i n g  h i s  c i v i l  c l a ims  b e f o r e  
t h i s  c o u r t  o r  any o t h e r  j u d i c i a l  t r i b u n a l .  
Lg, A s  a d i r e c t  and l e g a l  r e s u l t  and consequence o f  
t h e  = a f o r e s a i d  a l l  o f  t h e  defendants  named h e r e i n  have v i o l a t e d  
BACH's  r i g h t s  p e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  42 U.S.C. s e c t i o n  1983,  
f o r  which he s eeks  n o t  on ly  monetary recovery f o r  h i s  
i n j u r i e s ,  damages and l o s s e s ,  b u t  a l s o  e q u i t a b l e ,  i n j u n c t i v e  
and d= l . a r a to ry  r e l i e f ,  o r d e r s  and judgment r e i n s t a t i n q  un to  
himself  s o l e  and r i g h t f u l  ownership,  p o s s e s s i o n ,  use  and , en%vment 
t o  a l l  s a i d  r e a l  p r o p e r t i e s ,  w i t h  improvements and f i x t u r e s  
t he reon ,  e t c . ,  as set  f o r t h  i n  s a i d  a t t a c h e d  EXHIBITS " 1  t h roush  
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B .  VTOLATIONS :OF 42 U.S.C. S e c t i o n  1985 ( 2 )  
19. BACH r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o r p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e s a t i o n s  
of  each  paragraph 1 through 15  and 17 through 18 ,  
20. Bs a  d i r e c t  and l e g a l  r e s u l t  and consequence of 
. t h e  a f o r e s a i d  a l l  o f  t h e  defendahks named h e r e i n  have v i o l a t e d  
B A C H ' s  r i g h t s  p e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  4 2  U.S.C. seckfon  198572) 
e s p e c i a l l y  o f  o b s t r u c t i n g  j u s t i c e ,  impedinq t h e  due a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
of j u s t i c e  b e f o r e  t h i s  c o u r t ,  i n t i m i d a t i o n  o f  BACH and w i t n e s s e s ,  
p rec lud ing ,  denying and h i d i n g  d i scove ry ,  ev idence ,  documents, 
e t c . ,  a s  sought  by him- i n  s a i d  s t a t e d  l e g a l  m a t t e r s ,  ~ r o c e e d i n q s  
and/or a c t i o n s .  
C. VIOLATIONS OF 42 U.S.C. s e c t i o n  1985(3)  
~21 .  BACH r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o r p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e g a t i o n s  
o f  each paragraph 1,- through 15 ,  17-18 an5 20 .  
22. BACH is  w i t h i n  a p r o t e c t e d  and n o t  t o  be  d i s c r i m i n a t e d  
animus class,  as he  is a l i f e t i m e  member o f  t h e  NAACP, a DE¶Dcrat, 
an former member b u t  s t i l l  s t a u n c h  advoca te  o f  t h e  ACLU, 
a l l  of which o r g a n i z a t i o n s  are desp i sed  and d i s c r i m i n a t e d  
a g a i n s t  i n  Idaho L.D.S. dominated Republican p o l k t i c s  and. 
and l e g i s l a t i v e ,  an  e t h n i c  m i n o r i t y  from Montengrein p a r e n t s ,  
who is  maligned by t h e  de fendan t s  about  s a i d  p r i n c i p a l i t y 9 s  
r o l e ,  u n j u s t l y  s t a t e d  and charged ,  o f  e t h n i c  c l e a n s i n g  by 
S e r b i a  and Yugoslavia ,  i n  t h r e e  r e c e n t  w a r s  i n  t h e  Balkans ,  
o f  h i s  advanced age ,  n e a r .  6 3  and f o r  h i s  f r e e  exp res s ions  
and c r i t i c i s m s  o f  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  L.D.S. church which 
r e f u s e s  p e r  the a l l e g a t i o n s  h e r e i n ,  of  its t a k i n g  ove r .  Per 
i t s  p r a c t i c e s ,  r e l i g i o u s  pe r suas ions  and ma j o r i  t v  populece 
of Teton County, s a i d  c o u n t y ' s  mun ic ipa l ,  county and o t h e r  
governmental e n t i t i e s ,  o f f i c i a l s  and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s ,  t o  s o  form an 
i l l egd l .de  f a c t 0  -.governmental s t a t e ,  r un  acco rd ing  t o  L. D.S. 
whims and c r f t e r i a ,  and o f  exc lud ing ,  e l i m i n a t i n g  and running 
o u t  o f  s a i d  county ,  any inei*dual  who opposes such c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
v i o l a t i o n s .  
23.. A s  a  d i r e c t  and l e g a l  r e s u l t  afid consequence of 
t h e  a f o r e s a i d ,  a l l  of  t h e  de fendan t s  named h e r e i n ,  have v i o l a t e d  
BACH's  s a i d  r i g h t s  p e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  4 2  U.S.C. s ec t io r .  
1985(3)  . 
D. VIOLATIONS OF 4 2  U.S.C. sections 1986 and 1988 
2 4  BACH r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o r p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e g a t i o n s  
o f  each paragraph 1, throug:, 15,  17 through 18,  20 and 2 2  .. 
25. A s  a  d i r e c t  and l e g a l  r e s u 2 t  and consequence o f  
t h e  a f o r e s a i d ,  a l l  of  t h e  de fendan t s  named h e r e i n ,  have v i o l a t e d  
BACH's  s a i d  r i g h t s  p e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  4 2  U.S.C. s e c t i o n  1986 
and he  i s  e n t i t l e d  t o  t h e  f u r t h e r  p r o t e c t i o n  and 
awarding o f  relief p e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  42 U.S.C. s e c t i o n  1988. 
D. VIOLATIONS OF THE FEDERAL RICO ACT 
26. , BACH lefers t o  and i n c o r p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e p a t i o n s  
o f  each paragraphs  1 through 15, 17-18, 20, 2 2 ,  23, & 25, 
27. A s  a d i r e c t  and l e g a l  r e s u f t  and consequence o f  t h e  
a f o r e s a i d  n o t  only  s a i d  TETON COUNTY DEFENDANTS, MILLER 
CRAZED POSSE de fendan t s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  MILLER, McLEAV, ALVA A. 
HARRIS, MARK LIPONIS, SIOBDAN MCNALLY, WAYNE DAWSON, nONNA 
DAWSON, b u t  a l s o  de fendan t s  CODY RUNYAN, GALEV WOELK, DONLD 
L. HARRIS, SHAN B: PERRY, CHARLES"!HOMER, t h e i r  law f i r m  
HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRADO, ST. PAUL INSURANCE COMPANY, 
and a l l  s a i d  defendant  judges ,  m a g i s t r a t e  judqes and law 
c l e r k ,  have been o p e r a t i n g  a  v a r i o u s  levels b u t  s t i l l  r e l a t e d  
and j o i n t e d  racketeeri-ng.:. o p e r a t i o n s ,  e n t e r p r i s e s  and schemes, 
e tc . ,  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of 1 8  U.S.C. s e c t o n  19861, e t  s e q . ,  each 
hav ing  committed, p e r p e t r a t e d  and/or  ~ u r s u e d  a t  l e a s t  two 
nredicat- - /Overt a c t s  and zacke tee rkng  p r a c t i c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  
l a s t  t e n  y e a r s ,  on m u l t i p l e  l e v e l s  of r a c k e t e e r i n g .  
E .  INJUNCTIVE, EQVTTABLE AND DECLARATORY RELIEF 
28. BACH r e f e r s  t o  and i n c o p o r a t e s  h e r e i n  a l l  a l l e g a t i o n s  
o f  paragraphs  1 t h r o u g h l 5 ,  17-18, 2 0 ,  22, 23, 2 5  and 27. 
29.  BACH s e e k s  of t h i s  Honorable Cour t ,  a p ~ r o p r i a t e  
i n j u n c t i v e ,  e q u i t a b l e  and d e c l a r a t o r y  r e l i e f ,  e s p e c i a l l v  of 
vo id ing  s a i d  i l l e g a l  and f r a u d u l e n t l y  c r i m i n a l  war ran ty  deeds ,  
sales and t r a n s c t i o n s  a s  p e r  t h e  a t t a c h e d  E x h i b i t s  h e r e t o ,  
d e c l a r . i n g  and q u i e t i n g  un to  h imse l f ,  s o l e l y  and t o  ' t h e  
exc2usion o f  a l l  defendants  h e r e i n  and anvone e l s e ,  h i s  o w n e r s h i ~ s ,  
possession,  use and enjoyments o f  a l l  s a i d  r e l a  p r o p e r t i e s ,  
with improvements, f i x t u r e s ,  e t c . ,  thereon.  
30. B A C H ' s  remedies a t  law a r e  no t  only inadequate  
and t h e  cont inuat ion  o f  such c r imina l  p u r s u i t s  and a c t i o n s  
of s a i d  defendants  and a l l  of them, toward h i s  s a i d  r e a l  
and personal  p r o p e r t i e s ,  w i l l  l ead  t o  f u r t h e r  mul-tiple 
s u i t s  and/or proceedings and l i t i g a t i o n s ,  u n l e s s ,  t h e  
e q u i t a b l e  and i n j u n c t i v e  powers and processes  o f  t h i s  c o u r t .  
a r e  not  i s sued  f o r  h i s  p r o t e c t i o n .  
WHEREFORE, BACH reques t s  and seeks r e l i e f  of t h i s  
c o u r t  a s  follows: 
1. For damages, r e l i E f ,  monetary judgment, i n j u n c t i v e  
o rde r s ,  judgment, e t c . ,  as reques ted  per  t h e  foregoing c l k h s ,  
inc luding  bu t  n o t  l i m i t e d  t o ;  
a )  Spec ia l  damages, l o s s e s ,  e t c . ,  s u s t a i n e d  bv 
him i n  excess  of  $750,009.00, a s  a g a i n s t  a l l  
defendants,,  j o i n t l y  and s e v e r a l l y  ; 
b) General Damages, e t c . ,  i n  a minimum amount of 
$10,000,000.00, a s  and a g a i n s t  a l l  defendants ,  
j o i n t l y  and s e v e r a l l y , ;  
c )  Pun i t ive ,  d e t e r r a n t  and/or exemplary damages 
i n  t h e  m.i-nkmum amountof $50,000,000.00 a q a i n s t  
a l l  defendants ,  j o i n t l y  and s e v e r a l l y ;  
ij ; f n j u n c t i v e ,  e q u i t a b l e  and/or d e c l a r a t o r y  r e l i e f  
a s  sought h e r e i n  o r  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
s t a t u t o r y  and i n h e r e n t  powers o f  t h i s  Court;  
e )  Attorneys '  f e e s ,  p a r a l e g a l , f e e s ,  c o u r t  and a l l  
o t h e r  l i t i g a t i o n  c o s t s ,  expenses o r  deb t  o b l i q a t i o n s  
of P l a i n t i f f  J O H N  N. BACH i n  pursuing t h e  
f e d e r a l  c laims here in .  
f )  Such f u r t h e r  and o t h e r  necessary r e l i e f ,  a s  i s  
meet and proper o r  wi th in  t h e  power and j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n  of t h i s  Court. 
DATED: June 11, 2001 
BAbH, I n  Pro Per 
'VERIFICATION 
I ,  JOHN N. BACH, d e c l a r e  t h i s  1 1 t h  day of June, 2 0 0 1 ,  
a t  Poca te l lo ,  Idaho, under penal ty  of pe r ju ry ,  t h a t  I have 
read t h e  foregoing complaint,  and know t h e  con ten t s  the reof ;  
t h a t  I eeri-lyf-know, & f u r t h e r  be l i eve  t h a t  t h e  s ta tements  
~ l l  t h a t  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  w i t h  improvements, c u r t a i l a a e ,  
f i x k u r e s ,  p e r s o n a l t y  and o t h e r  be longings  t he reon ,  of  JOHX 
N .  BACH, i n d i v i d u a l l y  and doinb bus ines s  as o r  i n  t h e  name 
of  TARGHEE POWDER EMPORIUM, UNLTD, c o n s i s t i n g  o f  one (1) 
a c r e  o r  more, on t h e  E a s t  s i d e  o f  Highway 33, North o f  
Driggs ,  w i th  t h e  add res s  o f  195 N .  Hwv 33, Dr i ags ,  Teton 
County, Idaho,  beg inn ing  a t  t h e  YW corner of  Lot  1, Block 
1, t o / o f - - t h a t  s u b d i v i s i o n  p r o p e r t y  d e s c r i b e d  as: Teton Reaks 
Subd iv i s ion ,  a s  p e r  t h e  r e c o r d  p l a t  t h e r e o f ,  Teton County, 
Idaho,  runn ing  thence  South 200 f e e t ;  thence  E a s t  220 f e e t ;  
thence North 200 f e e t ;  t hence  W e s t  220 feet t o  t h e  p o i n t  o f  
beg inn ing ,  S t e e t  Address: 195 N. Hwy 33, Dr iggs ,  Idaho.  
(NOTE: THIS PROPERTY WAS ILLEGALLY, WITHOUT JURISDICTION 
AND TOTALLY NULL AND VOID,  BUT SOLD TO ALITA A. HARRIS, 
and/OR SCONA, I N C . ,  de fendants  h e r e i n )  
'- . . -  
EXHIBIT "I" U ~ L ; ~ ( ; \ ~  




' I 
T3IS INDENTURE. Made this day of November. 200Q ; be::t~een 
. . a .  
" TARGHEE POWDER ld~ho'&orpc-atian; doins# 
business as ~ t d ,  pG'se:-:.,ed' of an 
ay. and encumbrnnc~s of 
TAZGHEE ?C)WDEE EMPORIUM. I~!c. 
I i ~ r : : : i i c  Powder Emporium. Inc.. doing business under the assumed :.;usiness name of 
I srglize Powrler Emporium. Ltd, the corporation !hat executed the within instrument 
'::.:p,;rati3n. 
! I :  rk1y and year first above written. 
My Comm. Expires: 14. * Ib
TSOFJ CO. I I )  
.:LEnK FIECO~DEF. 
THIS INDEl'I7LJRE. Mado ti l 's 3' day of Not,ernber. 2 ~ 0 3  , bet\.:ecn 
TARGHEE F<J:,!YPER EL1POF;iLJM. INC., an Idaho Corporation. ciolng 
as Sb:li:~r, and 
P. 0. Box 479 
Shelley, Idaho 83274 
does gr;..lt, Se:ijnin, sell, convey and confir::: unto Buyer, and to its heirs and assigns 
:'iereof. Tetcn County. Idaho. 
Together . . ' . I ;  all water and wator r igl . : ;~,  ditches and ditch rights, 
: . I 

J a n u a r y  2 4 ,  2001 
M r .  A lva  A .  H a r r i s  
P . O .  Box 4 7 9  
S h e l l e y ,  Idaho  83274 
RE: Your m i s c r e a n t . /  u n t r u t h f u l  n o t i c e s  and  l e t t e r  o f  
J a n u a r y  . 2 2 ,  2001 ( l a t t e r  n o t  r e c e i v e d  u n t i l  J a n .  2 4 t h )  
Mr. Harris: 
T h i s  le t ter  i s  t o  r e s p o n d ,  r e f u t e  and :.'.eny t h e  t w o  n o t -  
ice by which you s e e k  t o  e x t o r t ,  c o e r c e  and o p p r e s s  m e  
a n d  my f a m i l y  t r u s t s  i n t o  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  your  c r i m i n a l  
c o n d u c t s  and  a c t i o n s ,  a l o n g  w i t h  t l l a t  o f  y o u r  c l i e n t s ,  
K a t h e r i n e  D .  M i l l e r ,  J a c k  McLean, Bob F i t z g e r a l d ,  Wayne 
Dawson, Mark L i p o n i s  and  o t h e r s ;  a n d  t c  f u r t h e r  d e n y  a n d  
reject  t h e  m i s s t a t e m e n t s  o f  f a c t  a n d  law i n  y o u r  mos t  
r e c e n t  l e t t e r  o f  J a n u a r y  2 2 ,  2001,  n o t  r e c e i v e d  u n t i l  J a n .  
2 4 ,  2001 .  
1. A l l  s a i d  n o t i c e s  a r e  h e r e b y  r e j e c t e d  a n d  d e n i e d  
as t o  a n y  t r u t l i f u l n e s s  o r  a c c u r a c y  i n  s t a t e m e n t  o r  
r e q u i r e m e n t s  o f  l a w  o r  e q u i t y .  By now, you m u s t  
b e  aware  t h a t  M r .  McLean h a s  been  bound o v e r  t o  
t h e  S e v e n t h  J u d i c i a l  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t ,  T e t o n  C o u n t y  
on  a c h a r g e  o f  g r a n d  t h e f t  a n d  w i l l  b e  a r r a i g n e d  
on Tuesday ,  J a n .  3 0 ,  2001 a t  9 : 3 0  a . m . ,  b e f o r e  
J u d g e  B r e n t  Moss. From y o u r  t e s t i m o n y  g i v e n  d u r i n g  
h i s  p r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g ,  it i s  q u i t e  e v i d e n t  t h a t  
you a r e  a c r i m i n a l  a c c o m p ~ i c e ,  p e r p e t r a t o r  a n d  
p r i n c i p a l  a l o n g  w i t h  M r .  McLean and  y o u r  o t h e r  
c l i e n t s  t o  n o t  o n l y  s t e a l  my $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  b u t  t o  f u r t h e r  
c o n t i n u e  a r a c k e t e e r i n g  s p r e e  o f  f o r g e r y ,  p e r j u r y ,  
s u b o r n a t i o n  o f  p e r j u r y ,  f a l s i f i c a t i o n  of  d o c u m e n t s ,  
f u r t h e r  acts of  g r a n d  i n t e r s t a t e  t h e f t ,  v i o l a t i o n s  
of  t h e  Hobbs A c t ,  e t c .  One o f  your  a d d i t i o n a l  accom- 
p l i c e s ,  G a l e n  Woelk,  h a s  now r e f u s e d ,  and b r e a c h e d  h i s  
p r o m i s e  a n d  p r o f e s s i o n a l  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  r e t u r n  s a i d  
$15 ,000 .00  s o  s t o l e n  f rom m e  by you and your  c l i e n t s .  
A l l  o f  you  a r e  n o t  m e r e l y  h i d i n g ,  t a m p e r i n g  w i t h  and 
w i t h h o l d i n g  e v i d e n c e  b u t  moreso ,  compounding a n d  
a g g r a v a t i n g  such  c r i m i n a l  o f f e n s e s  by your  c o n t i n u i n g  
a c t s  o f  o b s t r u c t i o n  o f  j u s t i c e .  
2 .  A s  t o  y o u r  p u r p o r t e d  demand f o r  some s o r t  of an  a c c o u n t i n g ,  
s u c h  i s  DENIED. You and  y o u r  c l i e n t s  a r e  h e r e b y  demanded 
t o  a c c o u n t ,  r e t u r n  and  f o r t h w i t h  p r e s e n t  s u c h  $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  
t o  m y s e l f ,  w i t h  f u l l  i n t e r e s t  a t  10% p e r c e n t ,  a l o n g  
w i t h  f u r t h e r  payment  of a l l  c o u r t ,  l e g a l ,  a t t o r n e y  f e e s .  
A l l  r i g h t s  and  claims t o  f u r t h e r  damages a r e  r e s e r v e d  
a n d  r e t a i n e d  by m y s e l f .  
3 .  You a r e  h e r e b y  n o t i f i e d  t h a t  wha teve r  p u r p o r t e d  s t i p u l a -  
- 
tion I ma_ have entered into with YG for the 
return of my personal and real properties in 
Scona, Inc., v. John N. Bach, et dl, Teton County 
No. 98-025 was with a full reservation of my rights, 
under protest and totally against public policy 
thereby void and null. Moreover, further notice, 
alternatively, is given you that such stipulation 
is Also rescinded due to you and your said clients' 
fraud, oppression, coercion, duress inflicted upon 
me and due to your continuing criminal violations 
also inflicted upon me. You are to immediately 
return all my files, belongings and effects, still 
in the house at 195 N. Hwy 33, Driggs, along with 
deeding over to me said one acre and such house 
thereon along with the adjacent 9.1 acres you have 
further stolen from me and my family trusts. 
4. As to the accounting you have demanded from me, 
one..of your purported clients, Mark Liponis, has 
written me that he does not know of you and has 
not retained you. Mr. McLean is not entitled to 
any accounting nor Mr. Liponis, as not only have 
all statutes of limitations expired long ago, primarily 
under California law (the joint ventures are to be 
interpreted by California law and authorities) but 
I have already presented an accounting individually 
to Mr. McLean. and in court testimony. Moreover, any 
accounting is barred by the doctrines of res judicata, 
collateral estoppel, laches, waiver, condonation, 
ratification, the equitable doctrines of unclean 
hands and unwillingness to do equity by Mr. McLean 
and Mr. Liponis, and the perpetration of the aforesaid 
criminal acts by you and all of your said clients. 
. . 
5. Turning to your bogus and wholly contrived letter 
of Jan. 22, '01, I refuse to acknowledge, submit or 
accede to yourtheft of my and my family trusts business 
assets and investhents under the names of Targhee Powder 
Emporium, INC., or Targhee Powder Emporium, Qnltd or 
Ltd. Your further criminal conspiracies and schemes 
to form a fraudulent and duplicitious corporation in 
Idaho-along with the regifi trations of my said investments 
interests names, are utterly null, void and without ANY 
leqal effect-being wholly in v5olation of public 
policies both in California and Idaho. Katherine D. 
Miller's claims and assertions of any ownership of the 
real properties referenced in your  an. 22 letter 
are hot! only denied in th:eir entirety but such contrived 
claims reveal the malicious in fact intent, deprivation 
and theft of said properties. I and my family trusts 
own not only said 40 acres you attempt to steal but 
also the strip of 110 feet by over a half mile just 
to the South of MP. 138 along Hwy 33 which prolongates 
to the west and borders on our said 40 acres, along 
with all improvements, a barn, corrals, gates, roads, 
levees, personalty, etc., thereon and a part thereof. 
Since 1984 such properties have been solely controlled 
by myself, improved, taxes paid thereon openly and 
notoriously, not only under rightful claim of title, 
use and possession, but by deeds acknowledged, admitted 
and ratified repeatedly by all of your clients. All 
doctrines and defenses, mentioned in regards to you 
two notices, uniquely and specifically apply to bar 
and precluded Ms. Miller from any claims, rights or 
interests in said real properties and the personalty 
therewith. In three separate civil actions, and per 
her perjurious testimony in a criminal action, she 
has admitted and confessed the exact opposite ofwhat 
you now seek to fraudulently impose per said Jan. 22 
letter. I n  addition., she and her paramour "goons and 
thugs" and your coclients, have further perpetrated 
egregious injuries and violations upon myself and 
my said propreties, all of you and such maleum 
derelict0 companions playing to Ms. Miller's "rich 
bitch attitude" of using unscrupulous attorneys, 
means and cohorts to do whatever she thinks she 
can and get away with being covered by L D S  authorities 
ALL O F  SUCH A C T I O N S  BY YOU, YOUR C L I E N E S  AND COHORTS O F  
Ms. M I L L E R  and MR. MCLEAN W I L L  NO LONGER TOLERATED OR ALLOWED. 
YOU HAVE BEEN MORE THAN S U F F I C I E N T L Y  PUT ON N O T I C E ,  ALONG 
WITH ALL O F  YOUR C L I E N T S .  YOU AND SUCH C L I E N T S  ARE T O  C E A S E  
AND D E S I S T  ANY FURTHER E F F O R T S  O F  SUCH I L L E G A L  AND C R I M I N A L  
A C T I O N S ,  CONDUCT OR E F F O R T S  AND ARE T O  FORTHWITH. SURRENDER 
A L L  IDAHO E N T I T I E S  YOU HAVE D U P L I C I T I O U S L Y  CREATED ON OR A F T E R  
NOVEMBER 2 1 ,  2 0 0 0 .  WITHOUT RESERVATION OP. E Q U I V O C A T I O N ,  ALL O F  
YOU ARE T O  S I G N  WHATEVER D E E D S ,  P A P E R S ,  DOCUMENTSl N O T I C E S ,  
ETC., T O  TOTALLY DECLARE N U L L ,  V O I D  AND O F  NO E F F E C T  WHATEVER, 
A L L  YOUR FRAUDULENTLY CREATED DEEDS AND T H I E V I N G  E F F O R T S  OF 
MY AND MY FAMILY T R U S T S '  P R O P E R T I E S ,  A S S E T S ,  I N V E S T M E N T S ,  E T C .  
- .  
Faxed Copy to Katherine D. Miller to Expedite 
Notices & Demands herein, via (208) 456-2116 
Copies to: Jack McLean, Mark Liponis & Wayne Dawson. 
WECElVEU 4D il, -7 - v. 
- . - ? ?  -, 
-3+f 
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JAN 2 8 ZOO0 IlOTICE OF TORT CLAllYS HGAINS'I' TE'I'ON COUNTY 
. T ~ O N  GO. ID e l E R K ~ ~ ~ ~ k ~ ~ ~  IDAHO I T S  COMMISSIONERS , SHERIFF ,  PROSECUTING 
AND COUNTY ATTORNEY, VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, 
MAGISTRATE COURT, PERSOIIJNEL AND RZPRESENTATIVES 
THEREOF, AND AGAINST THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
AND PlAGISTRATE JUDGE THEREOF, COLIN W .  L U K E ,  El' AL 
( I d a h o  G e n e r a l  S t a t u t e s  6 - 3 0 1  - 6 - 9 2 8 1  
I .  CLAIMANT: J o h n  N .  B a c h  
1 1 9 6  S i e r r a  M a d r e  B l v d  
S a n  M a r i n o ,  CA 9 1 1 0 8  
T e l :  ( 6 2 6 )  
( S e a s o n a l  L o c a l  Address:  P .O.  1 0 1  
u r i g g s  , I d a h o  8 3 4  2 2  
I I .  CLAIMS ARE AGAINST : 
A. T e t o n  C o u n t y ,  I d a h o ,  i t s  B o a r d  of C o m r n l s s l o n e r s ,  
j o l n t l y  a n d  i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  t o r  t h e  l a s t  f i v e  ( 3 )  
y e a r s  t o  da t e  h e r e o r .  
B. T e t o n  C o u n t y  S h e r i f f - ,  Dave  O v e r s o n  a n d  d e p u t i e s  
so f a r  k n o w n ,  E i l e e n  Ilammon, U u a n e  W h i t l o c ~  
a n d  o t h e r  d e p u t i e s  w h o s e  n a m e s  a r e  s t i l l  t o  b e  ascer- 
t a i n e d .  
C .  T e t o n  C o u n t y  P r o s e c u t o r ,  N a n c y  S c h w a r t z  
T e t o n  C o u n t y  A t t o r n e y ,  Nancy  S c h w a r t z  
T e  t o n  c o u n t y  C o m m i s s i o n e r  B r e n t  R o b s o n  
D .  T e t o n  C o u n t y  M a g l s t r a t e  C o u r t , . P h y l l s s  H a n s e n ,  C l e r k ,  
T e t o n  c o u n t y  M a g l s t r a t e  J u d g e ,  C o l i n  W. L u k e  who 1s 
o r  a c t s  t r o m  t i m e  t o  t i m e  a s  a S e v e n t h  J u d i c i a l  D l s t r i c t  
M a g i s t r a t e  J u d g e ,  i n  v a r i o u s  c o u n t i e s  w i t h i n  s a i d  S e v e n t h  
Dls t r i c t  
F .  .18e ton  C o u n t y  A s s e s s o r s  O f f i c e  a n d  e m p l o y e e s  t h e r e o f ,  
Y o l a n d a  V a l 1 0  
S u c h  i n d i v i d u a l l s ,  t h e i r  a g e n c i e s ,  e n t i t i e s ,  e t c . ,  were 
n o t  m e r e l y  s e - e k i n g  t o  a c t ,  p u r s u e  p o l i c i e s  a n d / o r  i l l e g a l  a n d  
c r i m i n a l  m e t h o d s ,  c o n d u c t  a n d  activities , e t c . ,  a = a i n s t  
c l a i m a n t ,  b u t  were a c t i n g  f o r  t h e m s e l v e s ,  j o i n t l y  a n d  s e v e r a l l y ,  
ih ; ;  c o n s p i r a c y ,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e ,  common p l a n  a n d / o r  c o n c e r t  o f  
a c t i o n s ,  m u t u a l  a g e n c i e s  t o r  p r i v a t e  p e r s o n s  o r  e n t i t i e s  k n w n  
p r e s e n t l y  t o  c l a i m a n t  a s  : 
1. H o l d e n ,  K i d w e l l ,  Hahn  & C r a p o ,  a n d  a t t o r n e y s  
F r e d  J .  Hahn,  J r .  & 111, D o n a l d  L .  H a r r i s ,  Chuck 
Homer,  a n d  o t h e r s  t h e r e i n .  
2 .  S t  P a u l  C a s u a l t y  & I n d e m n i t y  I n s u r a n c e  Company,  
r e p r  esented by H o l d e n ,   idw well, Hahn & C r a p o ,  
w h i c h  i n s u r a n c e  c o m p a n y  i n s u r a n c e s  t h e  e n t i t i e s  
a n d  p e r s o n s  p e r  11, , A .  t h r o u g h  F .  , s u p r a .  
3 .  K a t h e r i n e  . D .  M i l l e r ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  a n d  d b a  R.E.M. , 
of D r i g g s / T e t o n i a ,  I d a h o  a n d  M t .  P l e a s a n t ,  M i c h .  
4 .  Roy C .  Moul t o n ,  E s q u i r s  o f  D r i g g s  , I d a h o  a n d  I d a h o  
F i s h  & Game C o m m i s s i o n  Member. 
5. ~ i m  Cooke a n d  u r e t t  C o o k e  o f  u r i g g s  & V i c t o r ,  
Tet-on C o u n t y ,  I d a h o .  
6 .  C l l n t o n  C-1derv:bod 6 o t n e r  r s m i l y  nemers , D r i g g s / v i c t o r  
7 .  J a c k  L e e  McLean,  a C a n a d i a n  c i t i z e n ,  l i v i n g  n o r t h  
o f  u r i g g s ,  I d a h o  
8 .  C r a i g  c r a s e ,  o f  O g d e n ,  U t a h  a l r d  o f  D r i g g s ,  l d a h o  
v i a  K a t h e r i n e  U .  M l l Z e r  a n d  J a c k  L e e  McLean - 
Y .  A l v a  A.  i I a r r l s  a n d  S - c o n a ,  P n c a ,  a  p u r p o r t e d  l d a h o  
C o r p o r a t i o n  o f  S h e l l e y ,  I d a b o .  
1 0 .  Ken a n d  Ilarl@!!e B l a i r  o r  A l t a ,  Wyoming, & Ann'l'oy 
U r o u g h t o n ,  T e t o n i a ,  I d a h o  
11. O t n e r s  s t i l l  to  be  a s c e r t a i n e d  
111. CLAIMS ARE lJER 'I'IIE L'XEMPT~OI\IS OF IFIMUNITY OF TIIE 
IDAHO TORT CLAIMS ACT, 5 9 6 - 9 0 4 ,  s u D p a r t s  1 6.' 3 ,  
6-r04I3 ,  e t  a l . ,  R e :  A l l  d e s i g n a t e d  & P o t e n t i a l  
D e r e n a a n t s  I':CTED, PURSUED i;.iJD/OR COLLECTIVELY, 
VICARIOUSLY A N D  CONSPIKATORIALLY, D I D  SUCH ACTS, 
DEEUS AND CONDUCT AGAlNS'l' THE CLATYANT, W I ' I ' H  MALICE, 
CBIMlNAL IN'L'ENT, WIT11 UELIBEI(ATE/CROSS NEGLIGENCE, 
WILFULLY, WANTONLY, RECKLESSLY AND WITH AN UTTEK 
DISREGARU ANU DESTRUCTION OF CLAIMANT ' S  STATUTORY, 
CONSTITU'I'IO~~AL AND C I V I L  RIGHTS, BOTH FEDERAL A N D  STATE 
OF l D A H O  
IV. G E N E R A L  FACTS KNOWN 'LO CLAIMAN'I' : 
Most o f  t h e  r a c t s  d i d  n o t  become known t o  c l a i m a n t  
u n t i l  S e p t e m b e r  1 5 ,  1 9 9 9  a n d  t h e r e a f t e r  a n d  m o r e  a r e  b e i n g  
d isc losed a n d / o r  d i s c o v e r e d  p e r  d e v e l o p m e n t s  t h a t  c o n t i n u e  
t o  o c c u r .  On o r  a b o u t  9 u g u s t  2 ,  1 9 9 ~ ~  Nancy S c n w a r t z  e n t e r e d  
i n t o  a  c o n s p i r a c y  w i t h  J a c k  L. McLean a n d  K a t h e r i n e  D.  M i l l e r  
to  d e l i b e r a t e l y  a n d  i n t e n t i o n a l  v i o l a t e  c l a i m a n t ' s  r i g h t s  a'nd 
d e s t r o y  h i s  c la ims i n  a  t h e n  p e n d i n g  U . S .  F e d e r a l  D i s t r i c t  
C o u r t  a c t i o n ,  w h e r e i n  he  a s  p l a i n t i f f  s u e d  T e t o n  C o u n t y ,  Roy 
M o u l t o n ,  K a t h e r i n e  D .  M i l l e r ,  J a c k  L .  McLean a n d  o thers .  
R e c e i v i n g  i n a d e q u a t e ,  f a l s e  a n d  c o n t r i v e d  m a t e r i a l s ,  a n d  
i n f o r m a t i o n  v i a  s a i d  J a c k  L .  McLean,  K a t h e r i n e  D .  ~ i l l e r ,  
A l v a  H a r r i s ,  S c o n a ,  1 .  P h y l 1 . i ~  H a n s e n  a n d  a c t i n g  r u r t h e r  
w i t h  M a g i s t r a t e  j u d g e  e c l i n  W. L u k e ,  who a c t e d  n o t  o n l y  as, 
a member o f  s a i d  c o n s p i r a c y ,  b u t  f u r t h e r  w i t h o u t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
a n d  w i t h o u t  a n y  i m m u n i t y ,  t h e y  a n d  a l l  o t h e r s  named  h e r e l n ,  
p e r  t h e  d i r e c t i o n ,  instigation a n d  i n t e r s e s s l o n  of Roy C. 
M o u l t o n ,  J i i m  c o o k e ,  B r e t t  C o o k e ,  a n d  o t h e r s ,  s o u g h t  t o  p u n i s h  
c l a i m a n t  f o r  h i s  p o l i t i c a l ,  r e l i g i o u s  a n d  e t h n i c / a n c e s t r ~  v i e ~ s  & 
a s s e r t i o n s ,  a g a i n s t  t h e  L. D .  S .  a n d  o t h e r  i l l e g a l -  a n d  c o r r u p t  
i n f l u e n c e s  w i t h i n  T e t o n  C o u n t y  a n d  s a i d  a f o r e  named a g e n c i e s  
a n d  h e a d s ,  p e r s o n n e l  t h e r e 0 . f .  
U s i n g  h e r  c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t s  a n d  p u b l l c  p o s i t i o n s ,  
w i t h o u t  a u t h o r i t y  b u t  v i n d i c t i v e l y ,  d i s c r i m i n a t o r i l y  a n d  
i n  r e t a i l a t i o n  f o r  c l a i m a n t ' s  a s s e r t i o n s  o f  h i s  r l g h t s  i n  
s a i d  p e n d i n g  f e d e r a l  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  Nancy  S c h w a r t z ,  d i d  e n g a g e ,  
a l o n g  w i t h  s a i d  o t h e r  named i n d i v i d u a l s ,  e n t i t i e s ,  a g e n c i e s ,  
e t c . ,  a s  s h e  t e s t i f i e d  b r i e f l y ,  b u t  b e i n g  p r o t e c t e d  by  ? lagis t ra te  
C o l i n  L u k e ,  who f u r t h e r  s o u g h t  to s i l e n c e  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  c l a i m a n t  
as t o  the L.D.S i n f l u e n c e ,  c o r r u p t n e s s  o f  c o u n t y  g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  
g o v e r n m e n t a l  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  T e t o n  C o u n t y ,  r e g a r d i n g  m o t i o n s  
b r o u g h t  b e f o r e  h i m  i n  a  w h o l l y  l m p r o p e r  a n d  i l l e g a l  c h a r g e  o f  
b a t t e r y  upon J a c k  L. McLean,  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  c l a i m a n t  p r o t e c t i n g  
h i m s e l f ,  h i s  p r o p e r t i e s ,  o t h e r s ,  e t c .  , f r o m  t h e  c r i m i n a l  t r e s p a s s e s  
of l c a t h e r l n e  D.  I d i l l e r  a n d  J a c k  L .  McLean, .  t h e  a s s a u l t s  a n d  
b a t t e r y  u p o n  h i s  p e r s o n  b y  J a c k  L .  McLean o n  claimant's managed  
f a m i l y  t r u s t  p r o p e r t i e s  a n d  e v e n  i n  t h e  T e t o n  C o u n t y  C o u r t h o u s e  
i n  Vctober 1 9 9 3 ,  a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  e g r e g i o u s  a n d  p e r n i c i o u s  d e s t r u c t -  
t i o n ,  a l t e r a t i o n ,  c o n c e a l m e n t ,  f a b r i c a t i o n  o t  e v i d e n c e  a n d  s u b o r -  
n a t i o n  o f  p e r j u r y ,  p e r j u r y ,  e x t o r t i o n ,  b r i b e r y ,  a n d  a b u s e  o f  
p r o c e s s ,  c t c .  , p u r s u e a  by n o t  o n l y  Nancy S c h w a r t z  , b u t  s a i d  
T e t o n C o u n t y  C o m m i s s i o n e r s ,  who k n o w i n g  o f  h e r  i r r e s o l v e a b l e  c o n f l i c t s  
o f  i n t e r e s t  a s  p u b l i c  p r o s e c u t o r  a n d  c o u n t y  a t t o r n e y ,  d i r e c t e d ,  
e n c o u r a g e d  6' i n s i s t e d  t h a t  s h e  p r o s e c u t e : ,  f a l s e l y  a n d  w h o l l y  
w i t h o u t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  , s a i d  c l a i m a n t  Lipon. khe c o n t r i v e d  c h a r g e  
o f  " p u s l ~ i n q "  J a c k  McLean,  a t r e s p a s s e r  a n d  c r i m i n a l  a c t o r  e n g a g e d  
i n  i l l e g a l / c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  t h e n  a g a i n s t  c l a i m a n t .  S a i d  conspiracy w n t i n -  
u s .  
: j i . t .h  f a l s e  s t a t e m e n t s ,  r e n o r t s  anc' I n  f u l l  k n o w l e d g e  o f  
i l l e g a l  a n d  u t t e r l y  w i t h o u t  ] u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  d o a u m e n ~ s ,  Nancy 
S c h w a r t z ,  a n d  s a i d  T e t o n  C o u n t y  S h e r i f f ' s  d e p a r t m e n t  t h e  s h e r i f f  
a n d  d e p u t i e s  t h e r e o f ,  f o r c e f u l l y  r e m o v e d  c l a i m a n t  trom h i s  
f a m i l y ' s  t r u s t  home p r o p e r t y  i n  D r i g g s ,  s e i z e d ,  c o n v e r t e d  a n d  
a n d  d e p r i v e d  c l a i m a ' n t  o f  h l s  p e r s o n a l  b e l o n g i n g s ,  p r o p e r t i e s ,  
g o o d s  a n d / o r  a s s e t s ,  and t h e n ,  f u r t h e r ,  u t i l i z e d  a u c h  i l l e g a l  
a n d  c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  t o  a t t e m p t  t o  c o n v e r t  t h e  c r i m i n a l  a c t i o n  
b r o u g h t  a g a i n s t  h i m  l n t o  a  c i v i l  a c t i o n  f o r  a  p e r m a n e n t  
i n j u n c t i o n  a g a i n s t  him a n d  h i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  
p u ~ s u i t s  and  f r eedoms  ; s u c h  a c t i o n s  w e r e  r e s u e s . t e d / d i r e c t e d  ~y Kathy  
D. M i l l e r ,  J a c k  L .  M c ~ e a n ,  Roy C. M o u l t o n  and  t h e  T e t o n  
Coun ty  C o m m i s s i o n e r s ,  r u r t h e r  a i d e a  b y  s a i d  o t h e r s  named h e r e i n .  
Nancy S c h w a r t z ,  the T e t o n  C o u n t y  Commmiss ione r s ,  ROY 
C. M o u l t o n ,  J a c k  L .  McLean, K a t h e r i n e  D .  M l l l e r ,  C r a i g  C r a s e  
a n d  o t h e r s ,  who a r e  s t i l l  b e i n g  r e v e a l e d  t o  c l a i m a n t ,  h a v e  
so  a c t e d  a s  n o t  o n l y  above  t h e  l a w ,  b u t  g i v e n  p r o t e c t i o n  
a n d  immuni ty  f rom any  o f  t h e i r  c r i m i n a l  a c t s  by Nancy S c h a a r t z  
who i s  a n  a c c e s s o r y  w l t h  E; f o r  t h e m ,  a n d  c o n t i n u e s  t o  d o  
t h e  b.Ldding o f  Roy C .  Mou l ton ,  a n d  h i s  p r i o r  a n d  c o n t i n u i n g  
r a c k e t e e r i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  a n d  p u r s u i t s  i n  T e t o n  C o u n t y ,  I d a h o .  
' l lhese  f a c t s  a n a  o t n e r s  a l o n g  w i t h  w i t h h e l d  a c t s  o f  
c r i m i n a l i t y  a n d  i l l e g a l  a c t l o n s ,  p u r s u i t s  and  p o l i c i e s ,  e t c . ,  
d i r e c t e d  . a g a i n s t  c l a i m a n t  a re  f u r t h e r  c o n t r o l l e d , c o n c e a l e d  
a n d  u a e d  w r o n g l y  hy  Ho lden ,  K i d w e l l ,  Hahn & C r a p o ,  s a i d  
a t t o r n e y s  f o r  T e t o n  Coun ty ,  Roy C .  M o u l t o n ,  a n d  t h e  o t h e r  
d e f e n d a n t s  i n  s a i d  p e n d i n g  f e d e r a l  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  a n d  a l s o  
by S t .  P a u l  C a s u a l t y  & I n d e m n i t y  Co. , a n a  a l l  o t h e r s ,  
w h o  s e e k  t o  p r o t e c t  a n d  w i t h h o l d  e v i d e n c e  a n d  i n t o r m a t i o n  
r e g a r d i n g  t h e  c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  o f  Roy C .  Mou l ton ,  K i m  Cooke ,  
B r e t t ,  Cooke ,  J a y  a n d  Zane C a l d e r w o o d ,  J a c k  L. McLean, C r a i g  
C r a s e ,  A l v a  A .  i i a r r i s ,  S c o n a ,  I n c . ,  e t c .  
F u r t h e r  t h r e a t s  and p r o n l s e s  o f  p e r s o n a l  i n j u c y ,  e v e n  
d e a t h  a n d  maiming,  o f  c l a i m a n t - h a v e  b e e n  made a n d  c o n t i n u e  
to  t h i s  d a t e  by s a i d  p o t e n t i a l  d e f e n d a n t s  named h e r e i n .  
': . - B A S I S  O R  C L A I M S  OF RECOVERY : 
A l l  b a s i s  or c a u s e s  o f  a c t l o n s / c l a i m s  o t  r e c o v e r y  ~ y  
c l a i m a n t  a r e  p r e s e r v e d  and r e t a i n e d ;  h o w e v e r ,  s u c n  c l a i m s  
a s  ;>e r  I a a h o  S t a t u t e s ,  i n c l u d e  h u t  a r e  n o t  l l m i t e d  t o :  
1. Violations, p a s t ,  c o n t i n u i n g ,  e t c . ,  by s a l d  T e t o n  
County  o f t i c l a l s  a n d  p e r s o n s  i n  j o l n t  v e n t u r e ,  
c o n s p i r a c y ,  e t c .  , t h e r e w l  t h  o f  t h e  I d a h o  R a c k e t e e e r i n q  
A c t ,  l d a h o  S t a t u t e s  5518-  1 8 0 1 - 1 t 3 - i t ! 0 5 .  
3 .  S t a l k i n g  (I.C. 18-79U5 
: I .  F'alsi r7!inq E v i d e n c e ,  v r o l a t i o n  o r  I.C. S l b - 2 6 0 1  
6 .  U e s t r u c t i o n  , a l t e r a t i o n  a r  concea lmen& o f  e v i d e n c e  
- A -  
v i o l a t l o n  o f  I . C .  5 1 8 - 2 6 u 3  
7 .  Intimidating w i t n e s s e s ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  1 8 - 2 6 ~ 4  
8 .  B r l b i n g  w i t n e s s e s ,  v i o l a t l o n  o f  1 8 - 2 6 0 5  
Y .  B r i b e r y  o f  e x e c u t i v e  o t f  i c i a ~ s / o f  lcers , v i o l a t i o n  
o f  I . C .  518-2701 .  
1 0 .  'L'eton C o u n t y  o t f  i c i a l s ,  o f f l c e r s  , e t c .  , a s k i n g  f o r  
o r  r e c e i v i n g  r e w a r d s ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  I . C .  S18-2704 .  
11. T e t o n  C o u n t y  o t f i c i a l s / o f f i c e r s ,  b u y i n g  a p p o i n t e m e n t g ,  
a n d  maklng  a p p o i n t m e n t s  f o r  reward,  v i o l a t i o n s  o f  
I .C.  s§18-2 '107-18-2708.  
1 2 .  T e t o n  C o u n t y  o f f i c i a l s .  o f t i c e r s ,  Roy C.  M o u l t o n ,  e t c . ,  
i n t r u s i o n s  i n t o  o f f i c e s  n o t  e l e c t e d  o r  a p p o i n t e d ,  e t c . ,  
v i o l a t i o n s  o f  I . C .  518-27U9.  
1 3 .  Roy C. M o u l t o n ,  a n d  o t h e r s ,  v i o l a t i o n  of I . C .  1 8 - 2 7 1 0 ,  
withholding b o o k s  a n d  records f r o m  s u c c e s s o r .  
1 4 .  A l l ,  v i o l a t l o n  o f  e x t o r t i o n ,  1 . C .  5 ~ 1 8 - 4 8 ~ 9 ,  1 8 - 2 4 0 1 ,  1 ~ i 2 4 0 6  
1 5 .  A l l ,  f a l s e  i m p r i s o n m e n t ,  d e t e n t i o n ,  r e s t r i c t i o n  o r  
l i b e r t i e s ,  e t c . ,  o f  Claimant, v i o l a t l o n  of I . C .  18-2901  
1 6 .  A l l ,  i n t m l d a t i o n  by t a l s e  a s s e r t i o n  o f  a u t h o r i t y  a n d / o r  
j u r i s d i c i t o n ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  I . C .  1 8 - 3 0 0 5 .  
1 7 .  A l l ,  f a l s i f y i n g  p u b l i c  r e c o r d s ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  
I . C .  1 8 - 3 2 0 1  & 1 8 - 3 2 0 2 .  
1 8 .  A l l ,  o r  f e r i n g  f a l s e ,  f o r g e d  i n s t r u m e n t s ,  c e r t i f  l c a t e s  
o r  o t h e r  I n s t r u m e n t s ,  e t c . ,  violations o f  I . C .  95 
1 8 - 3 ~ 0 3 - 1 8 - 3 2 ~ 4  
19. A S S ~ U ~  t ,  b a t t e r y  a n d  t r e s p a s s ,  c r i m i n a l  c o n v e r s l o n / t h e f t  
2 u .  A b u s e  o f  p r o c e s s ,  c o n v e r s i o n  o obstruction o f  j u s t l ce .  
2 1 .  I n t e n t i o n a l  i n t e r f e r e n c e  w i ~ h  t x i s t i n g ,  p r o s p e c t i v e  
a n d / o r  a n t i c i p a  tecl e c o n o m i c / b u s i n e s s  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  
o p p o r t u n i t i e s ,  e t c .  , 
22. Violations o f  I d a h o  C o n s u m e r  P r o t e c t i o n  Act, 5548-601 /48-619  
v I .  CLAIMED AMUUNT OF DNQGES: STILL BEING INCURRED BUT SUBJECT 
'1'0 PKOOF AT TIPIE O F  ANY TRIAL UPO1.I THESE CLAIMS, WHICH CLAlNS DUE 
TO THE STANDING ACTIONS, POLICIES,  ATTITUDE. 9ND PHOCEDUKES , 
'L'l.IE UEFENDANTS WILL BE I G N O E L ' ,  ZL'I.JIh'D AND;/3R FUR'SHER 
COVEKED UP, HIDUEN AND MISKEPRESENTEO TO THE CITIZENS AND 
GENERAL PUBLIC OF TETON COUNTY, BY SAID TETON COUNTY OFFICIALS, 
AGENTS, ATTORNEYS, ETC.  H o w e v e r ,  t h e  m l n i m u n  a m o u n t  c l a imed  
h e r e b y  i s  TEN MILLION DOLLARS, 
r e c o v e r a b l e ,  d a m a g e s ,  a m o u n t s ,  e t c .  
DA'I~ED : 9M4uID/I~% 2; Jl)/I/.? i 


&J!,ilme lidobl, 
a e 
Daily Appellate keport 
@ 
, .,.i .. , , 8 .  
I . I C-".,. ., . . , , 5857 
IN TIE DISTFZICT OF THE smmm JUDICIAL D I ~  OF TTE STATE OF IDAH), 
IN AND FOR TIE CYXJNIY OF T%TON 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
TITLE OF'ACX'ION nal.k 'cncAsem \Ir, 
U 
TYPE OF ArnION Lfr\ & b 
CASE r n ~  C,\I 0 1 ~ 0 3 3  T'APE sv 30 ~ n b a  - 
DATE . j?? q L Q A l  a(=\ TIAE I o : o ~  
0 0. 
~ O m  &urn C L E E I J Q ~ , ~ ~ ; ~  f i b  
0 0 
PRESENT 
\ 

ALAN G. LANCE 
ldaho Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. HENDERSON 
Deputy Attomey General 
Chief, Criminal Law Division 
KENNETH F. STRINGFIELD ISB#3907 
Deputy Attorney General 
Criminal Law Division 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ldaho 83720-0010 
Telephone: (208) 334-2400 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 
LIPONIS, 
) 
) 
) Case No. CV-01-033 
Plaintiffs, 
VS. 
) 
) 
) PETITION/MOTION IN 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka John N. ) INTERPLEADER 
Bach, ) 
Defendant, 
) 
1 
- - 
1. Petitioner, is, and at all times mentioned was, the State of Idaho, and 
brings this petitionlmotion pursuant to ldaho Code 55-321 and I.R.C.P. 22. 
2. Claimant, Defendant, John Bach, who on knowledge and belief, is and at 
all times mentioned was, an individual residing in the County of Teton, State of ldaho 
who maintained, and may maintain, a mailing address of P.O. Box 101, Driggs, Idaho, 
83422. 
3. Claimant, Plaintiff, Jack McLean, is, on information and belief, and at all 
times mentioned was, an individual residing in the County of Teton, State of Idaho. 
4. Claimant, Plaintiff, Mark Liponis, is, on information and belief, and at all 
times mentioned was, an individual non-resident of the State of Idaho. 
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5. Claimant, Kathy Miller, is, on information and belief, and at all times 
mentioned was, an individual residing in the County of Teton, State of Idaho. 
6. On or about February 14,2001, the State of Idaho, pursuant to a court 
order, seized fifteen thousand dollars ($1 5,000.00) from the US Bank, 201 West Pine 
St., Shelley, Idaho. Exhibit 1. The money is in the possession of the Teton County 
Sheriffs office. 
7. Claimants Jack McLean and Mark Liponis claim the above mentioned 
$1 5,000.00 under an alleged theory that they had a right to withdraw if from a joint 
account that they shared with Claimant John Bach and that they have a right to the 
money because of Bach's wrongful acts. 
8. Claimant John Bach claims the above mentioned $15,000.00 under an 
alleged theory that he borrowed the money, that he put the money into the joint bank 
account, and that it was his separate personal property. 
9. At this time the Petitioner is unaware of any third parties claims on the 
specific $15,000.00, however the Petitioner is aware of people in Teton County, 
including one Kathy Miller, who claim that Claimant John Bach had defrauded her. 
Miller's attorney is Alva Harris. Harris also represents Claimants McLean and Liponis in 
this case. Harris has alleged that, under a constructive trust theory, some monies 
Claimant Bach placed into the joint account may belong to Kathy Miller. 
10. Petitioner is in a position of indifference as to who the money belongs to, 
for the reason that Petitioner has incurred no independent liability of any claimant. 
11. There is no collusion between Petitioner and Claimants, either or any of 
them, to the claims. Exhibit 2. 
12. Petitioner is unable at this time to determine to whom such property 
belongs. 
13. Petitioner has no claim on or interest in the property, and is ready, willing, 
and offers to deposit the property in court per I.R.C. P. 67 or to deliver it to such person 
as the court shall direct. 
14. Petitioner has no means other than this petition/motion for interpleader of 
protecting itself from litigation in which it has no interest, and Petitioner cannot 
determine without hazard to itself which claim to the property on the part of Claimants' is 
valid. 
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Wherefore, Petitioner prays: 
a. That Claimants be restrained by injunction from taking any proceeding 
against Petitioner, in relation to such property; 
b. The Claimants be required to interplead together concerning their claims 
to such property; 
c. That some person be authorized by the court to receive such property 
pending such litigation; 
d. That on delivering such property to such receiver, Petitioner be discharged 
from all liability to either of the Claimants in relation to such property; 
e. For costs of motion, and reasonable attorney's fees; and 
f. For such other and further relief as the court deems proper. 
3. DATED this -day of August, 2001. 
YEN E H . STRINGFIELD '
ep ty tt rney General cuP Y  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 
LIPONIS, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka JOHN N. 
BACH, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV-00-33 
OPINION AND DECISION ON 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS TO 
DISMISS, MOTION TO STRIKE, AND 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
I. 
FACTUALANDPROCEDURALBACKGROUND 
On February 14, 2001, Plaintiffs Jack Lee McLean and Mark J. Liponis (collectively 
"Plaintiffs") filed their complaint in this matter seeking primarily an accounting from Defendant 
John N. Bach ("~efendant").' Plaintiffs allege that in 1994, they formed a joint venture with 
I Although Plaintiffs filed suit against Defendant as Jovan N. Bachovich aka John N. Bach, the Plaintiffs have 
submitted no allegation nor evidence indicating why Defendant was sued as "Jovan N. Bachovich." Although the file 
contains one exhibit (a letter, including a handwritten post-script, ostensibly written by the Defendant) indicating that 
"Jovan" is the Defendant's birth name and is Yugoslavian for "John," the Court has no other adequate basis for referring 
to the Defendant as "Jovan N. Bachovich." 
- ,- ,-, ,- 
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Defendant for the purpose of purchasing and developing real property in Driggs, Idaho, and attached 
a copy of the alleged written Joint Venture Agreement to the complaint. 
Plaintiff Liponis alleges that he contributed $60,500.00 to the purpose ofthe joint venture by 
directly paying the title company used for closing escrow of the real property purchased. Plaintiff 
McLean alleged that he contributed $5,000.00 directly to the title company upon closing, deposited 
$1,000.00 in earnest money with Teton Vista Realty (which was later transferred to the title company 
used for closing escrow on the real property purchased), and paid an additional $17,000.00 into the 
Joint Venture ($7,000.00 of which was paid directly to a Lee Bach at Defendant's request2) for a 
total of $23,000.00.~ Plaintiffs both allege that the property purchased was less than the amount of 
money contributed by both of them and less than the amount of money deposited with the escrow 
company. Plaintiffs allege that a rehnd was issued and deposited by Defendant into the Joint 
Venture trust account and that neither this refund nor the excess monies paid into the Joint Venture 
have been accounted for. 
On March 19,200 1, by Notice of Removal filed by Defendant, the matter was removed to the 
United Stated District Court, District of Idaho, under 28 U.S.C. 5 1441(a)-(c) On May 9,2001, by 
Judgment of the United States District Court, District of Idaho, the matter was remanded to this 
Court. 
On June 4, 2001, Defendant filed his first notice for several motions, namely: "1) For 
Dismissal with Prejudice of complaint per IRCP Rule 12(b)(l), (2), (6), et seq; 2) to Strike with 
2 It is implied that the remaining $10,000.00 portion of the $17,000.00 payment was paid to directly to 
Defendant although Plaintiff McLean makes no definite statement regarding to whom the remaining $10,000.00 was 
given. 
3 Plaintiff McLean asserts in the Complaint that he provided only $22,000.00 to the joint venture, however, 
enumerates a total claim of $23,000.00. 
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Prejudice complaint or, in Alternative Designated Portions Thereof, IRCP Rule 12(f); and 3) for 
sanctions, IRCP, Rule 1 1 ." 
On June 22, 2001, Defendant filed his second notice for several motions, namely: "(1) 
Dismissal of Entire Action, lack of Subject Matter & Person; (2) DismissaVTransfer to USDC, Idaho 
CV 01-266, Exclusive Jurisdiction (Federal RICO Act) and (3) Sanctions VS Plaintiffs & ATTNY. 
(IRCP, Rules 12(b)(1)(2), (8), 12(h)(1)(2) & Rule 11, etc." Plaintiffs did not submit written 
opposition to Defendant's motion, however, filed a Motion to Compel Discovery and Request for 
Sanctions, also on June 4,200 1. 
All of these motions were heard before the Court in Teton County on July 13,2001, at which 
time Plaintiffs motion to compel was continued until the Court could properly address Defendant's 
motions for dismissal. The remaining motions by Defendant were taken under advisement. Having 
considered the arguments of Defendant and of Plaintiffs counsel, and having reviewed the Court's 
file, the Court renders the following opinion. 
11. 
STANDARD OF REVIEW 
A. Subject Matter and Personal Jurisdiction (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(l) and (2) 
(1) The issue of whether a district court has subject matter jurisdiction is a question of 
law to be decided by the trial court. Chapple v. Madison County Oflcials, 132 Idaho 76,967 P.2d 
278 (1998). 
Joint ventures, which are similar to, but not identical with partnerships and generally 
governed by Partnership law. Edwards v. Edwards, 122 Idaho 963, 967, 842 P.2d 299, 303 
(Ct.App. 1992). Under the Idaho Uniform Partnership Act, Idaho Code 553-3-1 0 1, et seq., Idaho 
State law governs relations among the partners and between the partners and the partnership, and 
analogously, joint ventures. 
" ,l I., _ 
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(2) Likewise, the issue of whether a district court has personal jurisdiction over the 
defendant presents a pure question of law to be decided by the trial court. Hutchinson v. State, 134 
Idaho 18, 995 P.2d 363 (Ct.App.1999) and Gage v. Harris, 119 Idaho 451, 807 P.2d 1289 
(Ct.App. 1991). 
For personal jurisdiction to be obtained, two conditions must be satisfied. First, a statutory 
basis must be established under LC. 5 5-514, Idaho's long-arm statute, which is to be liberally 
construed to provide a forum for Idaho residents. Second, constitutional requirements of the due 
process clause of the fourteenth amendment to the United States Constitution must be met. Idaho 
State Dept. of Finance v. Tenney, 124 Idaho 243,247,858 P.2d 782,785 (Ct.App.1993). 
In determining wither the constitutional notions of fair play and substantial justice are 
satisfied, the minimum contacts must be evaluated in light of the burden on the defendant, the forum 
State's interest in adjudicating the dispute, the plaintiffs interest in obtaining convenient and 
effective relief, the interstate judicial system's interest in obtaining the most efficient resolution of 
controversies, and the shared interest of the several States in furthering fundamental substantive 
social policies. Id. 
In considering a request to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction, the trial court must 
consider facts asserted in light most favorable to party seeking jurisdiction of Idaho courts, 
drawing in favor of such party all reasonable inferences from facts asserted. SmaNey v. Kaiser, 
130 Idaho 909,912,950 P.2d 1248,1251 (1997). 
B. Statement of Claim (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6) 
In considering a motion to dismiss for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted, the nonmoving party is entitled to have all inferences from the record viewed in his favor 
and only then may the question be asked whether a claim for relief has been stated. Coghlan v. Beta 
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Theta Pi  Fraternity, 133 Idaho 388, 398, 987 P.2d 300, 310 (1999); Idaho Schools for Equal 
Educational Opportunity v. Evans, 123 Idaho 573,578,850 P.2d 724,729 (1993) and Miles v. Idaho 
Power Co., 116 Idaho 635,637,778 P.2d 757,759 (1989). 
The issue is not whether the plaintiff will ultimately prevail, but whether the party is entitled 
to offer evidence to support the claims. Coghlan at 398. 
C. Another Action Pending (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(8) 
The trial court's determination under I.R.C.P. 12(b)(8) whether to proceed with an action 
where a similar case is pending in another court is discretionary. Klaue v. Hern, 133 Idaho 437,439, 
988 P.2d 21 1,213 (1999) and Zaleha v. Rosholt, Robertson h Tucker, Chtd., 129 Idaho 532,533, 
927 P.2d 925,926 (Ct.App. 1996). 
Two tests govern the determination of whether a lawsuit should proceed where a similar 
lawsuit is pending in another court. First, the court should consider whether the other case has gone 
to judgment, in which event the doctrines of claim preclusion and issue preclusion may bar 
additional litigation. The second test is whether the court, although not barred from deciding the 
case, should nevertheless refrain from deciding it. Klaue v. Hern at 439. 
In applying these two tests, the final determination of whether to proceed with a case where a 
similar case is pending elsewhere, and has not gone to judgment, is discretionary. Id. See also Wing 
v. Amalgamated Sugar, 106 Idaho 905,908,684 P.2d 307,310 (Ct.App.1984, overruled on other 
grounds). 
Factors for courts to evaluate include the identity of the real parties in interest, the nature of 
the claims, judicial economy, costs and delay to the litigants, avoidance of inconsistent judgments. 
Nerco Minerals Co. v. Morrison Knudsen Corp., 132 Idaho 53 1, 535,976 P.2d 457,461 (1999). 
- I _ .  -. ^ 
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D. Motion to Strike (I.R.C.P. 12(f)) 
A motion to strike will not be granted where the pleading raises on its face genuine questions 
of law or fact. Rosenberg v. Toetly, 94 Idaho 413, 417, 489 P.2d 446, 450 (1971). A motion to 
strike does not provide the opportunity to test the sufficiency of facts and therefore, the trial court is 
not to consider material outside the pleadings in ruling on the motion. Id. 
E. Sanctions (I.R.C.P. 1 1) 
An award of Rule 1 1 sanctions is discretionary. Riggins v. Smith, 126 Idaho 1017,1020,895 
P.2d 1210, 1213 (1995); Gubler By and Through Gubler v. Brydon, 125 Idaho 1 12, 1 14, 867 P.2d 
986, 987 (1994); and Bowles v. Pro Indiviso, Inc., 132 Idaho 371,375, 973 P.2d 142, 146 (1999). 
When determining whether Rule 11 sanctions should be imposed, the trial court must only 
consider the attorney's conduct in the filing of pleadings, motions or other papers. Riggins v. Smith 
at 1020 and 12 13. In light of an attorney's conduct in filing a pleading, the district court must 
determine whether the attorney exercised reasonableness under the circumstances and made a proper 
investigation upon reasonable inquiry into the facts and legal theories before signing and filing the 
document. Id 
Under the "reasonableness under the circumstances" standard, the appropriate focus of the 
trial court should be whether the attorney conducted a "proper investigation upon reasonable inquiry" 
into the facts and legal theories of the case. Id. See also Hanf v. Syringa Realty, Inc., 120 Idaho 
364, 369, 8 16 P.2d 320,325 (1 991). 
- .. .-. 
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111. 
ANALYSIS 
A. Subiect Matter and Personal Jurisdiction (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(l) and (2) 
(1) Subiect Matter Jurisdiction: Although Defendant's arguments on this issue are not 
entirely succinct, it appears as though Defendant believes that this matter belongs in Federal District 
Court. Defendant points out that there is currently pending in the United States District Court, 
District of Idaho, a case which he believes properly addresses the issues now before this Court and 
therefore, this Court should cede jurisdiction. This Court does not agree. 
Defendant has submitted a copy of the complaint filed by him in Federal Court which 
indicates that he has brought suit there against numerous defendantsY4 including Jack McLean and 
Mark Liponis, the Plaintiffs in this action. In that federal action, Defendant has asserted multiple 
federal civil rights claims and violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act 
(RICO, 18, U.S.C. $1961). Defendant has failed, however, to demonstrate to this Court how the 
issues in the present action would be adequately addressed in a federal civil rights and RICO 
violation action. The present action is based upon a Joint Venture Agreement entered into between 
the parties (one or more of whom are Idaho residents), apparently registered in Idaho, and for the 
purpose of conducting business in Idaho. Based upon the evidence, the parties also opened a Joint 
Venture trust account in an Idaho bank. All of these facts strongly support the exercise of state court 
jurisdiction as prescribed by LC. $53-3-1 06. This Court cannot find that the Plaintiffs' request for an 
accounting, based upon an alleged joint venture between Plaintiffs and Defendant and the fiduciary 
duties owed between the parties thereby, has any relation whatsoever to Defendant's federal claims 
against innumerable defendants. 
4 Defendant has named over 100 defendants in his federal action. 
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Moreover, there has been no notification to this Court by the Federal Court that it is 
exercising jurisdiction over the issues of this case. Quite to the contrary, Defendant once removed 
this matter to Federal Court where jurisdiction over the issues presented herein was refused and the 
case was remanded to this Court. 
This matter is based upon a joint venture between the parties which was formed in 1daho.' 
The Plaintiffs, although not both Idaho residents, chose to file suit in an Idaho State court based upon 
the fact that all transactions upon which their claims were based took place in this state. Until this 
Court is notified that the Federal Court has taken jurisdiction, this Court finds that the issues raised 
by Plaintiffs in their complaint are entirely matters of Idaho State law. Therefore, this Court has 
subject matter jurisdiction and Defendant's motion is denied on this basis. 
(2) Personal Jurisdiction: Despite the fact that Defendant asserts that this Court lacks 
personal jurisdiction over him, nowhere in either of his briefs does he explain why. Defendant has 
not alleged that he does not have minimal contacts with this state nor has he asserted that an exercise 
of state court jurisdiction over him would offend the constitutional concepts of fair play and 
substantial justice. 
Defendant has merely indirectly alleged that he is a California resident6 and the Court has 
inferred that it is on this basis he argues lack of personal jurisdiction. Defendant, however, has 
submitted no evidence to support this implication. Plaintiffs have argued, without submitting proof, 
5 Although the "Joint Venture Agreement & Limited Powers of Attorney to Close Escrow" document submitted 
by Plaintiffs does not contain complete signatures and may not be adequate proof of the joint venture, it does bear the 
filing stamp of the Teton County clerk demonstrating an attempt to have the joint venture registered in this state. 
Moreover, based on the conclusion of this Court below regarding Plaintiffs' adequate statement of a claim, Plaintiffs are 
entitled to amend their complaint andfor submit further adequate proof of their claims. 
6 Defendant has not submitted any direct evidence to this Court indicating that he is a California resident, nor has 
he made such a claim in the briefs submitted to support his various motions. Rather, Defendant attached to the briefhe 
filed in this matter a copy of the complaint he filed in federal court in which he does state that he is a California resident. 
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however, is of little importance in determining personal jurisdiction in this matter. Idaho Code $5- 
514 provides that the following acts will subject a person to the jurisdiction of Idaho State courts: 
(a) The transaction of any business within this state which is hereby 
defined as the doing of any act for the purpose of realizing pecuniary benefit 
or accomplishing or attempting to accomplish, transact or enhance the 
business purpose or objective or any part hereof of such person, firm, 
company, association, or corporation; 
(c) The ownership, use or possession of any real property situated within 
this state; 
In this matter, Plaintiffs have submitted a copy of a letter allegedly signed and sent by 
Defendant to Mr. Liponis in which Defendant discusses with Plaintiff Liponis potential real property 
purchases in the Driggs, Idaho, area. In this letter, which bears a Driggs, Idaho, return address and is 
signed by Defendant, Defendant actively solicits fbture investors for additional real property 
purchases in the area. Defendant has not disputed the legitimacy of this letter. Therefore, this letter 
is construed by this Court as representative of acts for the "purpose of realizing pecuniary benefit or 
accomplishing or attempting to accomplish, transact or enhance the business purpose or objective or 
any part hereof of such person, firrn, company, association, or corporation." 
Additionally, Defendant himself has submitted to the Court evidence that he is a real property 
owner in this state. Attached to Defendant's brief filed June 22,2001, is a copy of the complaint 
filed by Defendant in federal court. That complaint has several exhibits attached to it, including 
Exhibit 6 wherein Defendant asserts, under oath, that he is an Idaho real property owner. Based 
upon I.C. $5-5 14 and upon the evidence in the record, the Court finds that Defendant has established 
the minimum statutory contacts with this state necessary to subject him to personal jurisdiction here. 
.-, . ., , . . u ~ a i j k ] b  
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With regard to the constitutional inquiries necessary to support personal jurisdiction, 
Defendant again has not addressed these issues. Defendant has not anywhere asserted that he would 
be unfairly prejudiced or suffer substantial injustice were he to be required to litigate this matter in 
this state nor has he openly suggested which other state might have jurisdiction. The only assertion 
Defendant makes is by implication, that being that due his implied status as a California resident that 
California law should govern. This Court, however, cannot accept that result. 
In considering facts asserted in a light most favorable to Plaintiffs, who seek Idaho 
jurisdiction, the Court finds that there is no undue burden on Defendant to litigate this matter in an 
Idaho State court. Defendant is a land owner in Idaho, conducts business here, and is therefore, 
frequently present in this state reducing the burden on him to litigate here. Moreover, considering 
the fact that this is a matter involves a joint venture formed in and registered in this state and the fact 
that Plaintiffs chose this forum for pursuing their claims, this Court has a great interest in 
adjudicating Plaintiffs' claims and cannot see that convenient and effective relief can be obtained in 
any other state Court. 
The Court finds that Defendant has established the minimum statutory contacts required 
under LC. 55-5 14 and will not be unfairly prejudiced or suffer substantial injustice by being subject 
to personal jurisdiction here. Defendant's motion to dismiss is denied on this basis. 
B. Statement of Claim (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6) 
Defendant asserts that Plaintiffs have failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted 
and therefore, the matter should be dismissed. The Court does not agree. In considering Defendant's 
motion on this issue, the Court must draw all inferences from the record in Plaintiffs' favor. 
Moreover, the Court is not to decide at this point whether or not Plaintiffs will prevail on their claims 
but rather whether they are entitled to offer evidence to support their claims. 
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In this case, Plaintiffs allege that they entered into an joint venture with Defendant in Idaho 
for the purpose of purchasing real property in this state. Plaintiffs further allege that they invested 
money in this state to further the purpose of the joint venture, that certain portions of this money 
were deposited into a trust account in this state, that this money was not hlly accounted for, and that 
Defendant received and deposited money from persons not members of the joint venture into the 
joint venture trust account in violation of the joint venture agreement. Although the evidence 
submitted by Plaintiffs with their initial complaint may not be adequate, all of the inferences gleaned 
therefrom, if viewed in Plaintiffs' favor, indicate that a claim has been adequately stated upon which 
relief can be granted and that Plaintiffs are entitled to prove their claim. 
A joint venture is a relationship analogous to, but not identical with, a partnership. 
Partnership law generally applies to joint ventures. Edwards v. Edwards, 122 Idaho 963,967,842 
P.2d 299,303 (Ct.App.1992). 
Where a joint venture exists, each of the parties is the agent of the others and each is likewise 
a principle of the others. Idaho State Dept. ofFinance v. Tenney, 124 Idaho 243,247,858 P.2d 782, 
786 (Ct.App. 1993). 
Under the principles of agency law, an agent owes a fiduciary duty to the principle. Jordan v. 
Hunter, 124 Idaho 899,904, 865 P.2d 990,995 (Ct.App. 1993). 
A joint venture agreement indicates a fiduciary duty between the parties thereto. Hecla Min. 
Co. v. Bunker Hill Co., 101 Idaho 557,560,617 P.2d 861,864 (1980). 
A contract ofjoint adventure need not be expressed but it may be implied, in whole or in part, 
from the conduct of the parties. Rhodes v. Sunshine Min. Co., 1 13 Idaho 162,742 P.2d 4 17 (1 987). 
In the present matter, if all of Plaintiffs' allegations are viewed in a light most favorable to 
them, there is an adequate basis to believe that a joint venture, as defined by Idaho law, was entered 
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into between the parties in Idaho and therefore, that fiduciary duties exist between the parties upon 
which an accounting is appropriate. Plaintiffs are at least entitled to offer evidence to support these 
claims. Defendant's motion to dismiss is denied on this basis. 
The Court recognizes that Plaintiffs, in filing their complaint, may have intended to seek 
additional relief from the Court beyond an accounting.7 At this point, it is the Court's opinion that 
the complaint as presently filed, does not adequately plead for any relief except that of an accounting 
and attorney fees and costs related to such request. The Court notes that as of yet, Defendant has not 
answered the complaint and has specially appeared merely to challenge jurisdiction. Therefore, 
under I.R.C.P. Rule 15(a), Plaintiffs are entitled to amend their complaint to properly plead any 
additional claims they wish prior to Defendant filing his answer. 
C. Another Action Pending (I.R.C.P. 12(b)(8) 
Defendant asserts that because a federal court action is currently pending between the present 
parties, this Court should refrain from deciding the issues in this case. The two tests required to 
determine this question are (1) whether the other case has gone to judgment, and (2) whether this 
court, although not barred from deciding the case, should refrain from deciding it. 
In applying the two tests applicable in this situation, this Court first finds that the federal case 
has not yet resulted in a judgment. Therefore there are no possible issues of claim preclusion and 
issue preclusion which could bar the present litigation and the decision to proceed in this matter is 
entirely discretionary. The Court second finds that there is no reason it should refrain from deciding 
7 In their complaint, Plaintiffs pray for: (A) For judgment that defendant account to plaintiffs for all moneys [sic] 
paid into the joint venture and deposited into and withdrawn from said Trust Account; (B) That plaintiffs have judgment 
against defendant for any sums found to be due plaintiffs from defendant from said joint venture affairs; (C) For 
judgment that said joint venture agreement be declared null and void and of no legal effect; (D) For plaintiffs costs and 
attorney fees as determined herein; (E) For punitive damages for the wrongful acts of defendant; (F) For such other and 
further relief as may be just. 
- 7 - 7 -  
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this matter. As discussed above regarding subject matter jurisdiction, this Court can see no similarity 
between the claims brought by the Defendant in his federal court action and the issues alleged in this 
action. In the federal case, Mr. Bach has named over 100 defendants and filed suit based on federal 
civil rights and RICO violation issues. Due to the disparity in the nature of the claims in these two 
actions, there would be no judicial economy in this Court abstaining from deciding the present 
matter. To the contrary, were this Court to refrain from deciding this matter, all parties involved 
would suffer additional costs and delays without the potential of having the issues between them 
resolved. Therefore, this Court does not find any basis to refuse to proceed merely because the 
parties herein also have separate, unrelated issues pending in federal court. Defendant's motion to 
dismiss is therefore denied on this basis. 
D. Motion to Strike (I.R.C.P. 12(f)) 
Defendant, in the heading of his first brief, has asked this Court to strike Plaintiffs complaint 
in its entirety, or alternatively, Paragraph 2 through 22 (virtually the entire complaint as it contains 
only 23 paragraphs). Defendant, however, has not set forth in the body of his brief any concise 
argument to support his request. Based on the Court's discussion regarding whether or not Plaintiffs 
have adequately set forth a statement of claim upon which relief can be granted, the Court finds that 
Plaintiffs have raised genuine issues of law andlor fact and there is no basis to strike Plaintiffs' 
complaint nor any portions thereof. The Court has previously noted that Defendant has not 
answered, nor has been required to answer the complaint as of yet and therefore, Plaintiffs are still 
statutorily entitled to amend their complaint under I.R.C.P. Rule 1 5(a). Once any such amendments 
have been made andfor Defendant has answered the complaint, Defendant can again more succinctly 
address further motions to strike any portions thereof which he feels have failed to raise genuine 
questions of law or fact. Defendant's motion to strike is therefore denied. 
-. -. -. 
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E. Sanctions 
The Court finds that Rule 1 1 Sanctions are inappropriate at this time. Defendant has failed to 
persuade this Court that any of his motions are meritorious or that Plaintiffs in any way should be 
subject to sanctions. Defendants request for sanctions is therefore denied. 
IV. 
CONCLUSION 
Defendant's motions are denied in their entirety. The Court finds that it has both subject 
matter and personal jurisdiction, that Plaintiffs have adequately stated a claim upon which relief 
can be granted, that Plaintiffs' complaint has adequately raised genuine issues of law and/or fact, 
and that sanctions are inappropriate at this time. 
Defendant will have 20 days fkom the date of this opinion in which to file an answer to 
the complaint. Within that 20 days, and prior to Defendant's answer, Plaintiffs are fiee to amend 
their complaint according I.R.C.P. 15(a). 
Dated this a' day of August, 2001. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
'-2 "' I hereby certify that on this IC. day of August, 2001, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing OPINION AND DECISION ON DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS TO DISMISS, 
MOTION TO STRIKE, AM) MOTION FOR SANCTIONS upon the parties listed below by 
mailing, with the correct postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered to their 
courthouse boxes. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Mr. Alva A. Harris, Esq. 
17 1 South Emerson 
Shelley, ID 83274 
Attorney for Defendant 
Mr. John N. Bach, Pro Se 
1858 S. Euclid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 9 1 108 
Ronald Longmore 
Clerk of the District Court 
Bonneville County, Idaho 
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Filed in Chambers at 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 
LIPONIS, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
Case No. CV-00-33 
ORDER ON DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS 
TO DISMISS, MOTION TO STRIKE, 
AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka JOHN N. 
BACH, 
Defendants. 
ORDER 
In accord with the Court's Opinion and Decision entered previously in this case, Defendant's 
motions to dismiss, motion to strike, and motion for sanctions are denied in their entirety. 
Defendant will have 20 days from the date of this opinion in which to file an answer to 
the complaint. Within that 20 days, and prior to Defendant's answer, Plaintiffs are free to amend 
their complaint according I.R.C.P. 1 5(a). 
Dated this 5 'day of August, 200 1. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this .:3[' day of August, 2001, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing ORDER ON DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS TO DISMISS, MOTION TO STRIKE, 
AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS upon the parties listed below by mailing, with the correct 
postage thereon, or by causing the same to be delivered to their courthouse boxes. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Mr. Alva A. Harris, Esq. 
17 1 South Emerson 
Shelley, ID 83274 
Attorney for Defendant 
Mr. John N. Bach, Pro Se 
1 858 S. Euclid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 91 108 
Ronald Longmore 
Clerk of the District Court 
Bonneville County, Idaho 
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Depu clerk,] 
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JOHN N. BACH 
1858 S. Euclid Avenue 
San Marino, CA 91108 
Tel: (626) 799-3146 
Defendant & Counterclaimant 
Pro Se/Per, Specially 
Appearing With Full Resrvation 
of Rights 
TETON CO. 
DISTRICT COURT 
BEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, GTATE OF IDAHO 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETONir: 
JACK LEE McLEAN & MARK J. CASE NO: CV 01-33 
LIPONI, TRUSTEE, ANSWER OF DEFENDANT JOHN 
& COUNTERCLAIMS BY 
Plaintiffs & COUNTERCLAIMANT JOHN N. 
Counterdefendants, BACH (IRCP, Rule 13) 
v .  
JOHN N. BACH, 
A.JURY TRIAL IS DEMANDED 
ON 'ALL ISSUES 
Defendant & 
Counterclaimant. 
/ 
Defendant JOHN N. BACH, specially appearing with full 
reservation of all rights and claims that this matter should 
be returned to the U.S. District Court, District of Idaho, 
answers the original complaint filed herein as follows: 
1. Answering paragraph 1, denied jointly, and/or severally, 
singularly and.or plurally, disjunctively and/or conjunctively 
that "At all times [tlherein. . that Jack Lee McLean was a 
resident of the State of Idaho." 
2. Answering paragraph 2, thereof, denies all allgeations 
except that this true and correct name is JOHN N. BACH, jointly 
and/or severally, singularly, and/or plurally, disjunctively and/ 
or conjunctively, entirely and specifically denies that "At all 
imes [or at any times he was known as, used the name/alias of] 
Jovan P:. Bachovich. .[ofr that1 At all time he . . .resided in 
r. -, A 
Driggs, Teton County." ~ u v , < ) s  
Dft John N. Bachls Answer, Counterclaims, etc., P. 1. 
3. Answering all remaining paragraphs, paragra2hs 
3 through 23, denies each and every allegation, and all 
allegations of each of said paraqraphs and within or 
comprising all of said paragraphs, conjunctively and dis- 
junctively, severally and jointly, singularly and plurally, 
directly and indirectly, and further denies said paragraphs 
per the affirmative defenses stated, infra. 
AS AND FOR SEPARATE, DISTINCT AND INDEPENDANT 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES, defendant JOHN N. BACH, alleges: 
1. The Complaint fails to state any viable claim for relief. 
2. The Complaint fails to establish any basis of subject 
matter or in personam jurisdiction over defendant or any claims, 
3. The Complaint fails to join indispensible parties 
which are omitted, deliberately not named nor served. 
4. The Complaint is barred by a number of Statutes of 
Limitations, applicable by agreement of the parties, of 
the State of California and to other extent, the State of'1dah0, 
and due to the diversity of the plaintiffs, Montana and Massa- 
chusets as well, which per the verified admissions of the 
complaint's stated allegations show and establish as a matter of 
law, that plaintiffs, waited for over six (6) years with full 
knowledge of all true facts and circumstances, and further of the 
facts, that there was no fraud, no misrepresentation and no basis 
of rescission or accounting allowed them, and that plaintiff's 
decisions and actions, were not only proper, valid and binding 
ca 
upon them, but plaintiffs, each and all of their actions, were C3 
r-l 
r_3 
with full knowledge, understanding, awareness, deliberate volit-,, 
cS 
ional and informed consent, agreement.and binding commitment, 
further aided, abetted and/or directed by plaintiffs1 individual 
Dft John N. Bach's Answer, Counterclaim, etc. P. 2. 
agents, business advisors, accountants, managers, family 
members, attorneys, representatives and others acting 
for them, accepted, acquiesced, ratified, condoned and/or 
benefitted from and expanded by further unintegrated agreements. 
5 .  That any purported claim or claims of the complaint 
are further barred 59 any of:' the; follayirig doctrines, violated by plaintiffs 
which preclude( and require the dismissal with prejudice 
of the entire complaint: 
a) The doctrine of laches 
b) The doctrine of unczean hands. 
c) The doctrine of unwillingness and deliberate 
refusal to do and act equitably and/or with 
good conscience. 
d) The doctrines of res judicate, collateral estoppel 
and/or issue preclusions, splitting causes of-action. 
ej The doctrine of deliberate fraud, theft, pattern 
of racketeering both' under the Federal R. I .C. O., 
Act and comparable acts of interstate theft via 
the U.S. Mails, E-Mail, telephone and other inter 
state forms of communication and transportation, 
including extortion, violations of the Hobbs 
Act, etc., moneys laundering and/or illegal schemes. 
f) The doctrine Of estoppel in pais or pr-ssoq estoppel. 
g) QuasiseStoppel$ tfie..-Accennbi'.was defendant s personal & 
business account . agreed to by 2lalntiffs. 
h) The doctrine of waiver, bar or modification 
i) The doctrine of condonation, acquiescence 
2'- 
and/or ratification. or further modification, agr-eh? etc. 
Y-! 
j)   he doctrine of violations of public policy 
cl 
, - >  . ..-' 
(2 
and fraudulent misuse of Idaho corporations 
~ f t  John Ba&'s Answer, ~ounterclaims, etc- P. 3 .  
and/or other business entities, to violate/steal 
this defendant's rights, interests and ownership 
in investments, business enterprises and activities 
etc., in California, Idaho and other states, and 
particularly to the defendant's involvement an 
holdings in real property, which plaintiffs 
entered into with defendant, and other similar 
real property investments and holdings in Idaho, 
California, and/or other states. 
k) All other defenses, directly stated, referenced 
implied and/or arising from the statements and 
positions taken by defendant in his letter of 
January 24, 2001, to plaintiffs' attorney 
and conspirator, accomplice and complicitor, 
said letter being EXHIBIT "DM attached to the 
Complaint. 
1) Breach of coonstructive and/or fiduciary fraud. 
m) Breach of the expressed and/or implied covenants 
of good faith and fair dealings 
0)  The complaint is without any merit, specious, 
frivolous, designed and intended to harass, vex, 
annoy, oppress and coerce defendant into submis- 
sion, capitulation and/or extort from his the 
unlawful surrender of his rights, claims and 
interests in said real property and related business 
agreements, interests and opportunities, etc.; 
and such complaint's untrue allegations are deliberate 
G3 
orchestrated to set before the entire world and r12, 
*- -1 
public, scandolous, vicious, untrue and/or r3 
' 2  
(3 
Df t John Bach' s Answer, Counterclaims, etc. , P. 4. 
-misuse of process  a n d d e l i b e r a t e l y  o r c h e s t r a t e d  
under.color of law, with past & present Teton County officials,  - - - -  . . . : 
1 t o  impede and/or  o b s t r u c t  j u s t i c e ,  a c c e s s ,  
f r u s t r a t e  o r  de lay ,  r e l i e f  and securement of 
defendants '  r i g h t s ,  c la ims,  i n t e r e s t s  and 
p r i v i l e g e s ,  e t c . ,  n o t  only  b e f o r e  any c o u r t  
i n  Idaho, b u t  be fo re  t h i s  U . S .  D i s t r i c t  Court ,  
D i s t r i c t  of Idaho, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  v i o l a t i o n s  
of 4 2  U.S .C . ,  s e c t i o n s ,  1983, 1 9 8 5 ( 2 ) ,  1 9 8 5 ( 3 ) ,  
1986, 1988, and t o  p u b l i c a l l y  d i s c r i m i n a t e ,  
inv id ious ly  and r e t a l i a t o r i l y ,  f o r  de fendan t ' s  
l i f e  t ime mkmbership i n  t h e  NAACP, h i s  memberships 
i n  t h e  A.C.L.U., h i s  suppor t  of Hispanic  m i n o r i t i e s  
wi th in  Idaho, Teton County, h i s  e t h n i c  and r a c i a l  
h e r i t a g e  of being a  f i r s t  American genera t ion  born 
son of Montenegrin p a t e n t s ,  a  hos tage  h e l d  p r i n c i -  
p a l i t y  c u r r e n t l y  of Se rb ia ,  comprising Yugoslavia, 
and f o r  h i s  p u b l i c  express ions  of ant i -democrat ic  
and v i o l a t i o n s  5f t h e  F i r s t  Amendment p r a c t i c e s ,  
p o l i c i e s ,  procedures  and i l l e g a l  de f a c t o  govern- 
ment, i f  n o t  c r i m i n a l  and r a c k e t e e r i n g  e n t e r p r i s e s  
of t h e  L.D.S. Church i n  Idaho, b e f o r e  i t s  c o u r t s  
and e s p e c i a l l y  of s a i d  church ' s  c o n t r o l ,  manipula- 
t i o n  and racke teee r ing  e n t e r p r i s e  o p e r a t i o n s  w i t h i n ,  
under t h e  gu i se  of and i n f i l t r a t i o n  of t h i s  U.S. 
D i s t r i c t  Court .  A l l  o r  any which of t h e  above, 
i n  any of t h e  defenses  s t a t e d  h e r e i n ,  r e q u i r e  Cn 
'2 
t h e  f u l l  imposi t ion  of sanc t ions  p e r  FRCP, Rules: * -4 
/-- 3 
11, 8, 9, See a t t a c h e d  & incorpora ted  TORT CLAIM. ~2 *: 3 
Dft  John Bach's Answer, Counterclaim, e t c . ,  P .  5. 
COUNTERCLAIMS PER FRCP, RULE 13 
AS AND FOR SEPARATE COUNTERCLAIMS AGAINST PLAINTIFFS & 
COUNTERDEFENDANTS, PER THE PROVISIONS OF F.R.C.P., RULE 13 (a), 
et seq, & THIRIJ PARTY -COMPLAINT FILED BY JOHN N. BACH, TOBEF- 
CONCURRENTLY HEREWITH, WHICH SAID COMPLAINT BY SUCH REFERENCE 
IS INCORPORATED IN FULL HEREIN AS TO EACH AND EVERY AVERMENT, 
STATEMENT AND/OR ALLEGATIONS. 
1. Counterclaimant JOHN N. BACH, is a California 
I citizen and residence, having a California driver's license, 
voter's registration and business interest, operations 
and off ice in San Marino, California bu': -does. visit 'and - 
seasonally at times, sajourns..in Idaho, Wyoming & other states. 
2.  Counterdefendants Jack Lee McLean and Mark Liponis, 
respectively are: Jack McLean, is a citizen and resident 
of British Columbia, Canada, receiving life retirement, 
medical and related healthcare benefits, coverages, aid 
and assistance, etc., from ~ritish Columbia, but who, falsely 
declares from time to time, to suit his racketeering purposes 
as stated herein 6, the .T!hixd Party' Cnpslaint, .  . filed concurrently, 
believed toiavoid -evade taxes both in Canada and the 
States, that he is a resident of Driggs, Idaho; and Mark 
Liponis, is currently a resident of Lennox, Massachusetts, 
but at the times of the formation and established of the 
business investment and trust created in thirty-three plus 
acres north of Driggs, Idaho, known as the "Drawknife 
Property" holding, was a resident of Montana. 
3 .  Counterclaimants affirmative defenses, pages 3-5, are by 
reference incorporated herein as set forth in each and 
~3 
+ 
-, 4 
every particular, and further, the THIRD PA.HT CaMPjxmr, to be filed-xr 
c 3  
concurrently herewith, by THIRD PAFTY FLALSTIF'F JOQN N. BACH, c 3  
Dft John Bach's Answer, Counterclaims, etc., P. 6 .  
is also incorporated herein in each and every particular, and 
all claims, federal or pendent, therein averred. To be attached 
hereto, is a truem- copy ag EXHIi3IT "I" of. saia coTiip3eteTHIRD 
LPARTY.COMPLAINT which is specifically incorporated and 
pled herein as setting forth among the more specific 
federal and pendent claims against not only the two (2) 
counterdefendants Jack Lee McLean and Mark Liponis, but 
also all other named - - .codefendants, who were and still 
are the mutual agents, coconspirators, joint venturers, 
enterprises' participant$,accomplices, collaborators, 
accomylices, aiders, abettors and/or ;j.oint/comrnon actors with, 
in unity of purpose, common scheme, design and racketeering 
multi-tiered operations in violations of the R.I.C.O. Act 
18 U.S.C. sec. 1961et m.&42 U.S.C. sections 1983, 1985 (2), 
1985(3), 1986 and 1988, etc.- 
WHEREFORE, defendant and counterclaimant JOHN N. BACH, 
hereby prays and requests the following relief and/or redress 
from this Honorable United States District Court of Idaho: 
1. That defendants Jack Lee McLean & Mark Liponis, 
recover absolutely nothing, that their complaint is dismissed 
with prejudice, that sanctions be awarded defendant JOHN N. 
BACH, both monetarily, as well as all other losses, injuries, 
attorneys fees, paralegal, court or litigation preparation, 
involvement, etc., costs, expenses, etc., and that he have 
unconditional judgment against said plaintiffs. 
2. That counterclaimant and cross-complaint JOHN N. BACH 
have full monetary judgement, redress and relief, along with + 
Y' 
all requested equitable or injunctive, etc., relief sought, . -4 
r- 3 
3 
awarded to him, against not only said counterdefendants Jack c >  
Dft John J3ach1s Answer, Counterclaim, etc., P. 7. 
Lee McLean and Mark Liponis, but also judgment aqainst 
all and each of the named crossdefendants, per the cross 
complaint to be filed subsequen 
and Rule 15 (a), et seq. 
DATED: September 20, 2001 
VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: SS. 
County of TETON ) 
JOHN N. BACH, being placed under oath, first duly 
administered, deposes and says: He is the defendant & counter- 
claimant herein, he has read the above answer with affirmative 
defenses and counterclaims, knows the contenst thereof and 
verily believes the averments set 
DATED: September 20, 2001 
SUBSCRIBED AED SWORN TO before me on september 21, 2001. 
Residing at: 
corn. expires : J~ //BY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL 
I, the undersigned certify that on this date, Sept. 20, 
2001, I did serve, via U.S. Mail, a true and complete copy 
of the foregoing ANSWER with affirmative Defenses & Counter- 
claims by depositing the same in lope with first class 
postage prepaid affixed thereto, 
to: Alva A. Harris, P.O.Box 479, 
cV 
.--: 
. -4 
'3 
( 3  
cs 
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JAN 2 8 2000 NOTICE OF TORT CLAllYS HGAINS'I' TETON COUNTY 
.TETON GO. ID \ 3 L E R K ~ ~ ~ ~ h ~ ~ ~  IDAHO. ITS COMMISSIONERS, SHERIFF, PROSECUTING 
AND COUNTY ATTORNEY, VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, 
MAC; ISTRATE COURT, P E R S O N ~ ~ ~ L  AND REPRESENTATIVES 
THEREOF, AND AGAINST THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
AND MAGISTRATE JUDGE THEREOF, COLIN H a  LUKE, ET AL 
( I d a h o  G e n e r a l  S t a t u t e s  67301 - 6-928) 
! I. CLAIMANT: John N .  nach 1196 S i e r r a  Madre Blvd 
San Mar ino ,  CA 91108 
T e l :  (626)  
( S e a s o n a l  L o c a l  Address :  P.O. 1 0 1  
u r i g g s ,  I d a h o  ~ 3 4 2 2  
11. CLAIMS ARE AGAINST: 
A .  T e t o n  County,  I d a h o ,  i t s  Board o f  Cornmissloners ,  
j o i n t l y  and i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  tor  t h e  l a s t  f i v e  (5) 
y e a r s  t o  d a t e  h e r e o t .  
B .  Te ton  County S h e r i f f ,  Dave Overson  a n d  d e p u t i e s  
s o  f a r  known, E i l e e n  Ilamrnon, Duane W h i t l o c ~  
and o t h e r  d e p u t i e s  whose names  a r e  s t i l l  to- be ascer- 
t a i n e d .  
C .  T e t o n  County P r o s e c u t o r ,  .Nancy S c h w a r t z  
T e t o n  County A t t o r n e y  , Nancy Schwar tz  
Te ton  County Commissioner  B r e n t  Robson 
D .  Te ton  County M a g l S t r a t e  C o u r t , : P h y l l s s  Hansen,  C l e r k ,  
T e t o n  County Magistrate J u u g e ,  C o l i n  W. Luke who 1s 
o r  a c t s  t rom t i m e  t o  t ime  a s  a  S e v e n t h  J u d i c i a l  D i s t r i c t  
M a g i s t r a t e  J u d g e ,  i n  v a r i o u s  c o u n t i e s  w i t h i n  s a i d  S e v e n t h  
Dis t r i c t  
F .  a r e t o n  County A s s e s s o r s  O f f i c e  and  employees  t h e r e o f ,  
Yolanda V a l 1 0  
Such i n d i v i d u a l l s ,  t h e i r  a g e n c i e s ,  e n t i t i e s ,  e tc . ,  w e r e  
n o t  mere ly  s e e k i n g  t o  a c t ,  p u r s u e  p o l i c i e s  a n d / o r  i l l e g a l  and 
c r i m i n a l  me thods ,  c o n d u c t  and activities , etc.,  a g a i n s t  
c l a i m a n t ,  b u t  were a c t i n g  f o r  t h e m s e l v e s ,  j o i n t l y  and s e v e r a l l y ,  
i l t l+;conspiracy,  j o i n t  v e n t u r e ,  common p l a n  and /o r  c o n c e r t  of 
a c t i o n s ,  m u t u a l  a g e n c i e s  t o r  p r i v a t e  p e r s o n s  o r  e n t i t i e s  knwwn 
p r e s e n t l y  t o  c l a i m a n t  a s :  
1. Holden,  K i d w e l l ,  Hahn & C r a p o ,  and a t t o r n e y s  
Fred J .  Hahn, J r .  & 111, Donald  L. H a r r i s ,  Chuck 
H o m e r ,  and o t h e r s  t h e r e i n .  
2 .  S t  P a u l  C a s u a l t y  6 Indemni ty  I n s u r a n c e  Company, 
r e p r  esented by Holden ,  ~ i d w e l ~ ,  Hahn & Crapo,  
which i n s u r a n c e  company i n s u r a n c e s  t h e  e n t l t i e s  
and p e r s o n s  p e r  11. , A .  t h r o u g h  F. , s u p r a .  
3 .  ~ a t h e r i n e  D .  M i l l e r ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  a n d  d b a  R.E.M., 
o f  D r l g g s / T e t o n i a ,  I d a h o  a n d  M t .  P l e a s a n t ,  Mich. 
4 .  Roy C .  Moulton,  E s q u i r e  o f  D r i g g s ,  I d a h o  and  I d a h o  
F i s h  & G a m e  Commission Member. 
5 .  ~ i m  Cooke and B r e t t  Cooke o f  u r i g g s  & V i c t o r ,  
Te ton  County,  Idaho. 
6 Clinton Ca1derk:ood ,s o t n e r  r t iml ly  memers, D r i g g s / v i c t o r  
7.  J a c k  Lee  McLean, a Canad ian  c i t i z e n ,  l i v i n g  n o r t h  
o f  u r i g g s ,  Idaho 
8.  C r a i g  Crase, o f  Ogden, Utah  aild o f  D r i g g s ,  l d a h o  
v i a  ~ a t h e r i n e  U .  M l l l e r  a n d  J a c k  Lee  McLean 
Y .  Alva A.  i I a r r l s  and S c o n a ,  I n c a ,  a p u r p o r t e d  l d a h o  
c o r p o r a t i o n  o f  S h e l l e y ,  I d a h o .  
1 0 .  Ken and Ilarlene B l a i r  o t  A l t a ,  Wyoming, 6 AnnToy 
u r o u g h t o n ,  T e t o n i a ,  I d a h o  
11. O t n e r s  s t i l l  t o  be  a s c e r t a i n e d  
111. CLAIMS ARE LJER 'I'IIE EXEMPT~ONS OF IMMUNITY OF TIIE 
I D A H O  TORT CLAIMS ACT, S g 6 - 9 0 4 ,  s u ~ p a r t s  I & 3 ,  
6-r04k3, e t  a l . ,  R e :  A l l  d e s i g n a t e d  & P o t e n t i a l  
Derendan t s  ACTED, PURSUED AND/OR COLLECTIVELY, 
VICARIOUSLY AND CONSPIKATORIALLY, D I D  SUCH ACTS, 
DEEUS AND CONDUCT AGAINST THE CLAI'VLANT, WITH MALICE, 
CBIMliqAL INTENT, W I T H  UELIBEIIATE/GROSS NEGLIGENCE, 
WILFULLY, WANTONLY, RECKLESSLY AND WITH AN UTTEl< 
DISREGARD AIqU DESTRUCTION OF CLAIMANT 'S STATUTORY, 
COIUSTITU'I'IO~~AL AIJD C I V I L  RIGHTS, BOTH FEDERAL AND STATE 
O F  l D A H O  
IV. GENERAL FACTS' K#UWN 'YO CLAIMANT: 
Most o f  t h e  r a c t s  d i d  n o t  become known t o  c l a i m a n t  
u n t i l  September  1 5 ,  1999 a n d  t h e r e a f t e r  and more a r e  b e l n g  
d i s c l o s e d  a n d / o r  d i s c o v e r e d '  p e r  deve lopments  t h a t  c o n t i n u e  
t o  o c c u r .  On or  a b o u t  9 u g u s t  2 ,  1999 ,  Nancy S c n w a r t z  e n t e r e d  
i n t o  a  c o n s p i r a c y  w i t h  J a c k  L. McLean and  K a t h e r i n e  D.  M i l l e r  
t o  d e l i b e . r a t e l y  and i n t e n t i o n a l  v i o l a t e  c l a i m a n t ' s  r i g h t s  and 
d e s t r o y  h i s  c l a i m s  i n  a  t h e n  p e n d i n g  U.S. F e d e r a l  D i s t r i c t  
C o u r t  a c t i o n ,  w h e r e i n  he a s  p l a i n t i f f  s u e d  T e t o n  County ,  Roy 
Moulton,  K a t h e r i n e  D .  M i l l e r ,  J a c k  L.  McLean and others.  
R e c e i v i n g  i n a d e q u a t e ,  f a l s e  and c o n t r i v e d  mater ia l s ,  and 
i n f o r m a t i o n  v i a  s a i d  J a c k  L. McLean, ~ a t h e r i n e  D.  ~ i l l e r ,  
Alva H a r r i s ,  Scona,  I n c . ,  P h y l 1 . i ~  Hansen and a c t i n g  t u r t h e r  
w i t h  M a g i s t r a t e  judge e c l i n  W. Luke, who a c t e d  n o t  on ly  a s  
a  member o f  s a i d  c o n s p i r a c y ,  b u t  f u r t h e r  w i t h o u t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
and w i t h o u t  any immunity, t h e y  a n d  a l l  o t h e r s  named h e r e l n ,  
p e r  t h e  d i r e c t i o n ,  instigation a n d  l n t e r s e s s l o n  o f  Roy C. 
Moulton,  K i m  c o o k e ,  B r e t t  Cooke, and  o t h e r s ,  s o u g h t  t o  p u n i s h  
c l a i m a n t  f o r  h i s  p o l i t i c a l ,  r e l i g i o u s  a n d  e t h n i c / a n c e s t r y  v i e ~ s  & 
a s s e r t i o n s ,  a g a i n s t  t h e  L. D . S .  a n d  o t h e r  i l l e g a l .  a n d  c o r r u p t  
i n f l u e n c e s  w i t h i n  Te ton  County a n d  s a i d  a f o r e  named a g e n c i e s  
and h e a d s ,  p e r s o n n e l  t h e r e o f .  
Using h e r  c o n f l l c t  o f  i n t e r e s t s  and  p u b l i c  p o s i t i o n s ,  
w i t h o u t  a u t h o r i t y  b u t  v i n d i c t i v e l y ,  d i s c r i m i n a t o r i l y  and 
i n  r e t a i l a t i o n  f o r  c l a i m a n t ' s  a s s e r t i o n s  o f  his r l g h t s  i n  
sa id  pending f e d e r a l  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  Nancy S c h w a r t z ,  d i d  engage, 
a l o n g  w i t h  s a i d  o t h e r  named i n d i v i d u a l s ,  e n t i t i e s ,  a g e n c i e s ,  
e tc . ,  a s  s h e  t e s t i f i e d  b r i e f l y ,  b u t  b e i n g  p r o t e c t e d  by Y a g l s t r a t e  
C o l i n  Luke, who f u r t h e r  s o u g h t  to s i l e n c e  t h e  r i g h t s  of  c l a i m a n t  
as t o  the  L.D.S i n f l u e n c e ,  c o r r u p t n e s s  o f  c o u n t y  government  a n d  
governmenta l  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  Te ton  County ,  r e g a r d i n g  mot ions  
b r o u g h t  b e f o r e  him i n  a  w h o l l y  l m p r o p e r  and i l l e g a l  c h a r g e  of 
y b a t t e r y  upon J a c k  L. McLean, c o n s i s  t i n g  of  c l a i m a n t  p r o t e c t i n g  
h i m s e l f ,  h i s  p r o p e r t i e s ,  o t h e r s ,  e t c . ,  f rom t h e  c r i m i n a l  t r e s p a s s e s  
of  Katherine D. M i l l e r  a n d  J a c k  L .  McLean, t h e  a s s a u l t s  a n d  
6 b a t t e r y  upon h i s  p e r s o n  by J a c k  L. McLean o n  claimant's managed 
C 
%. 
f a m i l y  t r u s t  p r o p e r t i e s  and  even i n  t h e  T e t o n  County Cour thouse  
p. i n  u c t o b e r  1993 ,  a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  e g r e g i o u s  a n d  p e r n i c i o u s  d e s t r u c t -  
i" t i o n ,  a 1  t e r a t i o n ,  c o n c e a l m e n t ,  f a b r i c a t i o n  o f  e v i d e n c e  and  subor -  
n a t i o n  o f  p e r j u r y ,  p e r j u r y ,  extortion, b r i b e r y ,  a n d  abuse  o f  
p r o c e s s ,  c t c . ,  pu r sued  by n o t  o n l y  Nancy S c h w a r t z ,  b u t  s a i d  
TetonCounty Commiss ioners ,  who knowing o f  h e r  i r r e s o l v e a b l e  c o n f l i c t s  
of I n t e r e s t  a s  p u b l i c  p r o s e c u t o r  and  c o u n t y  a t t o r n e y ,  directed, 
e n c o u r a g e d  & i n s i s t e d  t h a t  s h e  p r o s e c u t e : ,  f a l s e l y  and whol ly  
w i t h o u t  j u s t i f i c a t i ~ n ~ s a i d  c l a i m a n t  EPQn.l;he c o n t r i v e d  c h a r g e  
o f  " p u s h i n g "  J a c k  McLean , a  t r e s p a s s e r  a n d  c r i m i n a l  a c t o r  engaged  
i n  i l l e g a l / c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  then  a g a i n s t  c l a i m a n t .  Sald, conspiracy a n t i n -  
ues . 
\ \ r i t h  f a l s e  s t a t e m e n t s ,  rep0rt.s and i n  f u l l  knowledge o f  
i l l e g a l  and u t t e r l y  w i t h o u t  jurisdiction c o u r t  doaumenes, Nancy 
S c h w a r t z ,  and s a i d  T e t o n  County S h e r i f f ' s  d e p a r t m e n t  t h e  s h e r i f f  
and d e p u t i e s  t h e r e o f ,  f o r c e f u l l y  removed c l a i m a n t  trom h i s  
f a m i l y ' s  t r u s t  home p r o p e r t y  i n  D r i g g s ,  s e i z e d ,  c o n v e r t e d  and 
- 3 -  - .,,.., 7 . w,.. 
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and d e p r i v e d  c l a i m a n t  of h l s  p e r s o n a l  b e l o n g i n g s ,  p r o p e r t i e s ,  
goods and /o r  assets ,  and t h e n ,  f u r t h e r ,  u t i l i z e d  auch  i l l e g a l  
and c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  t o  a t t e m p t  t o  c o n v e r t  the  c r i m i n a l  a c t i o n  
b r o u g h t  a g a i n s t  him l n t o  a  c i v i l  a c t i o n  f o r  a permanent  
i n j u n c t i o n  a g a i n s t  him a n d  h i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  
p u r a u i t s  and f r e e d o m s ;  s u c h  a c t i o n s  w e r e  r e q u e s . t e d / d i r e c t e d  by Kathy 
D. M i l l e r ,  Jack  L .  M c ~ e a n ,  Roy C. Moul ton  a n d  t h e  T e t o n  
County Commiss ioners ,  r u r t h e r  a i d e d  by s a i d  o t h e r s  named h e r e i n .  
Nancy S c h w a r t z ,  t n e  T e t o n  County ~omrnrn i s s ioners ,  Roy 
C. Moul ton ,  J a c k  L .  PlcLean, K a t h e r i n e  D. Miller, C r a i g  C r a s e  
and o t h e r s ,  who a r e  s t i l l  b e i n g  r e v e a l e d  t o  c l a i m a n t ,  have  
s o  a c t e d  as n o t  o n l y  above t h e  l a w ,  b u t  g i v e n  p r o t e c t i o n  
and immunity from any of  t h e i r  c r i m i n a l  a c t s  by Nancy S c h a a r t z  
who i s  an  a c c e s s o r y  w l t h  & f o r  them, a n d  c o n t i n u e s  t o  d o  
t h e  b. idding o f  Hoy C .  Moulton,  and  h i s  p r i o r  a n d  c o n t i n u i n g  
r a c k e t e e r i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  a n d  p u r s u i t s  i n  T e t o n  County ,  Idaho .  
Il'hese f a c t s  a n a  o t h e r s  a l o n g  w i t h  w i t h h e l d  a c t s  o f  
c r i m i n a l i t y  and i l l e g a l  a c t l o n s ,  p u r s u i t s  and p o l i c i e s ,  e t c , ,  
d i r e c t e d  . a g a i n s t  c l a i m a n t  a r e  f u r t h e r  c o n t r o l l e d , c o n c e a l e d  
and uaed wrongly  hy Holden,  K i d w e l l ,  Hahn & Crapo,  sa id  
a t t o r n e y s  f b r  T e t o n  County,  Roy C. Moul ton ,  a n d  t h e  o t h e r  
d e f e n d a n t s  i n  s a i d  pending f e d e r a l  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ,  a n d  a l s o  
by  S t .  P a u l  C a s u a l t y  & I n d e m n i t y  Co. , a n a  a l l  o t h e r s ,  
w h o  s e e k  t o  p r o t e c t  and w i t h h o l d  e v i d e n c e  a n d  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e g a r d i n g  t h e  c r i m i n a l  c o n d u c t  o f  Roy C. Moulton,  K i m  Cooke, 
B r e t t ,  Cooke, J a y  and Zane Calderwood,  J a c k  L.  McLean, C r a i g  
C r a s e ,  Alva A.  S a r r i s ,  Scona ,  I n c . ,  e tc .  
F u r t h e r  t h r e a t s  and  p r o m l s e s  o f  p e r s o n a l  i n j u n y ,  even 
d e a t h  and maiming, o r  c l a i m a n t  h a v e  b e e n  made and c o n t i n u e  
t o  t h i s  d a t e  by s a i d  p o t e n t i a l  d e f e n d a n t s  named h e r e i n .  
7 .1  . BASIS OR C L A I M S  O F  RECOVERY: 
A l l  b a s i s  or  c a u s e s  o f  a c t l o n s / c l a i m s  o t  r e c o v e r y  by 
c l a i m a n t  a r e  p r e s e r v e d  and r e t a i n e d ;  however ,  sucn  c l a i m s  
a s  p e r  I d a h o  S t a t u t e s ,  i n c l u d e  h u t  a r e  n o t  l i m i t e d  t o :  
1. Violations, p a s t ,  c o n t i n u i n g ,  e t c . ,  by s a l d  T e t o n  
County o f t i c l a l s  and p e r s o n s  i n  j o l n t  v e n t u r e ,  
c o n s p i r a c y ,  e t c .  , t h e r e w l  t h  o f  t h e  I d a h o  R a c k e t e e e r i n g  
A c t ,  l d a h o  S t a t u t e s  SS18- 1802-18-7805. 
3 .  S t a l k i n g  (I.C. 18-7905 
4 . F a l s i . r y i n g  Ev idence ,  violation o r  I . C .  S18-2601 
6 .  u e s t r u c t i o n ,  a l t e r a t i o n  ar concealment of  e v i d e n c e  
v i o l a t i o n  o f  I . C .  ~ 1 8 - 2 6 ~ 3  
7 .  I n t i m i d a t i n g  w i t n e s s e s ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  18-2604  
8 .  B r l b i n g  w i t n e s s e s ,  violation o f  18-2605  
Y B r i b e r y  o f  e x e c u t i v e  o t f i c i a ~ s / o f f i c e r s ,  v i o l a t i o n  
o f  I . C .  518-2701.  
1 0 .  ' r e t o n  C o u n t y  o f f i c i a ~ s ,  officers, e t c . ,  a s k i n g  f o r  
o r  r e c e i v i n g  r e w a r d s ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  of I . C .  518-2704 .  
11. T e t o n  C o u n t y  o t f i c i a l s / o f f i c e r s ,  b u y i n g  a p p o i n t e m e n t ~ ,  
a n d  m a k i n g  a p p o i n t m e n t s  f o r  reward, v i o l a t i o n s  o f  
I .C. 5518-2.107-18-2708. 
1 2 .  T e t o n  C o u n t y  o f f i c i a l s ,  o f t i c e r s ,  Roy C. M o u l t o n ,  e t c . ,  
i n t r u s i o n s  i n t o  o f f i c e s  n o t  elected o r  a p p o i n t e d ,  e t c . ,  
v i o l a t i o n s  o f  I . C .  ~ 1 8 - 2 7 U 9 .  
1 3 .  Roy C. M o u l t o n ,  a n d  o t h e r s ,  v i o l a t i o n  of I . C .  1 8 - 2 7 1 0 ,  
withholding b o o k s  a n d  records f r o m  successor. 
1 4 .  A l l ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  e x t o r t i o n ,  1 . C .  Ss18-48U9, 1 8 - 2 4 0 1 ,  1 ~ 4 2 4 0 6  
1 5 .  A l l ,  f a l s e  i m p r i s o n m e n t ,  d e t e n t i o n ,  r e s t r i c t i o n  o t  
l iber t ies ,  e t c . ,  o f  Claimant, v i o l a t i o n  of I . C .  1 8 - 2 9 0 1  
1 6 .  A l l ,  i n t m i d a t i o n  by  t a l se  a s s e r t i o n  of a u t h o r i t y  a n d / o r  
j u r i s d i c i t o n ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  I . C .  1 8 - 3 0 0 5 .  
1 7 .  A l l ,  f a l s i t y i n g  p u b l i c  records, e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n  o f  
. I . C .  1 8 - 3 2 0 1  & 1 8 - 3 2 0 2 .  
1 8 .  A l l ,  o t f e r i n g  f a l s e ,  f o r g e d  i n s t r u m e n t s ,  c e r t i f i ca t e s  
o r  o t h e r  i n s t r u m e n t s ,  e t c . ,  v i o l a t i o n s  o f  I . C .  S S  
1 8 - 3 2 0 3 - 1 8 - 3 2 ~ 4  
1 9 .  ~ s s a u l t ,  b a t t e r y  a n d  t r e s p a s s ,  c r i m i n a l  c o n v e r s i o n / t h e f t  
2 u .  Abuse  o f  p r o c e s s ,  c o n v e r s i o n  a obstruction o f  j u s t l c e .  
2 1 .  I n t e n t i o n a l  i n t e r f e r e n c e  w i t h  e x i s t i n g ,  p r o s p e c t i v e  
a n d / o r  a n t i c i p a t e d  e c o n o m i c / b u s i n e s s  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  
o p p o r t u n i t i e s ,  e t c . ,  
2.2. Violations o f  I a a h o  C o n s u m e r  p r o t e c t i o n  A c t ,  5548-601/48-61:  
cLA~MEU AMOUNT OF D-mGES: STILL BEING INCURRED BUT SUBJECT 
'I'O PKOOF AT TIME OF ANY TRIAL UPON THESE CLAIMS, WHICH CLAlMS DUE 
T O  THE STANDING ACTIONS, POLICIES,  ATTITUDE 9ND PKOCEDUKES, 
TIlE LIEFENDANTS WILL BE IGNOREU, CLNIED AND;/3R FUR'SHER 
COVERED UP,  HIDDEN AND MISREPRESENTED TO THE CITIZENS AND 
GENERAL PUBLIC OF TETON COUNTY, BY SAID TETON COUNTY OFFICIALS, 
A G E N T S ,  ATTORNEYS, ETC. H o w e v e r ,  t h e  m l n i m u n  amount c la imed 
h e r e b y  i s  TEN MILLION DOLLARS, ( $ 1 0 , 0 0 0 , U 0 0 . 0 0 )  31s t h e r  
r e c o v e r a b l e .  d a m a g e s ,  a m o u n t s ,  e t c .  
DATED : ih24U[b/Zf!"u J& a&&t> 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE MCLEAN and MARK J. LIPONIS ) 
Trustee, 1 
1 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CV-00-33 
1 
-VS- ) MINUTEENTRY 
) 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka ) 
JOHN N. BACH, 1 
) 
Defendant. 1 
November 16,2001, the State's motion for interpleader and the plaintiff's motion to 
compel and motion for sanctions came on for hearing before the Honorable Jon 3. Shindurling, 
Distiict Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Liz Krager, Deputy Coui-t Clerk, were 
present. 
Mr. Alva Harris appeared on behalf of the plaintiff. 
Mr. John Bach appeared on behalf of the defendant. 
Mr. Kenneth Stringfield appeared on behalf of the State. 
MINUTE ENTRY 
Mr. Bach indicated to the Court that he did not receive notice of the plaintiff's motion to 
compel and motion for sanctions. Mr. Hai-ris indicated he would reset his motion for a different 
day and would make sure service was sent to both addresses available for the defendant. 
Mi. Stringfield addressed the Court in support of the State's motion for intei-pleader. 
Mr. Han-is addressed the Court indicating the plaintiff had no objection to the 
in teipleader. 
Mr. Bach addressed the Court in opposition. 
Mr. Stringfield addressed the Court in rebuttal. The State withdrew any request for 
absolution originally pled in the State's motion. 
The Court granted the motion for interpleader solely for the purpose of depositing the 
amount of $15,000 with the Teton County Clerk of the Court in an interest-beaiing account. Mi. 
Stringfield will prepare a proposed order for the Court's signature. 
Coul-t was thus adjourned. 
/ 
c: Alva Harris 
John Bach 
Kenneth S tringfield 
Court tape CC7577 @ 2157 
MINUTE ENTRY 
ALAN G. LANCE 
Idaho Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. HENDERSON 
Deputy Attorney General 
Chief, Criminal Law Division 
Fited in Chambers at 
id&;r; Fe'l.2 Qonnoville 
h u n t #  Idaho 
DATE: l 2  --//-~)2 
KENNETH F. STRINGFIELD ISB#3967 
Deputy Attorney General 
Criminal Law Division 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ldaho 83720-001 0 
Telephone: (208) 334-2400 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. ) 
LIPONIS, ) 
Plaintiffs, 
VS . 
1 Case No, CV-01-033 
1 
1 
) 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka John N. \ 
Defendant, 
1 
1 
ORDER 
This matter having come before the Court on the State's Interpleader Motion, tne 
Court having considered the evidence and argument there upon, the Court finds good 
cause therefore. Further the court notes that the State has withdrawn its request for 
absolution and the Court makes no order on that request. 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER that; 
The monies be deposited with the clerk of the court for preservation. That the 
clerk of the court place said monies into an interest bearing account. That the monies 
stay in such interest bearing account until the right of ownership is determined. 
& DATED this - day of June, 2002. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
.,-.>,-,,?; ;?. <+-.s ,.;. , .,.,.;A. '- ,-;- -:e c 
A 4  . . - .  .. ; ; .\ ' - % i  
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. ) . . ;...,,.;r!..,.2 I':. :: , ' . .  ;, :, .".. ' .', .., 
: '  ... . * .. . .' - , . # ' a  ;>,<:; 
LIPONIS, Trustee, .,. , 
.>.,,&-J:,*JF. $,:$ , :'.. . : , '2 . :#  
1 ' /O-&&-L i3  
Plaintiffs, ) Case No. CV-01-33 
-VS.- 
) 
1 MINUTE ENTRY 
JOVAN N. BACHOVICH aka JOHN N. ) 
BACH, ) 
Defendant. 1 
September 30,2002, a motion for release of hnds came on for hearing before the 
Honorable Jon J. Shindurling, District Judge, sitting in open court at Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
Ms. Nancy Marlow, Court Reporter, and Ms. Shelli Tubbs, Deputy Court Clerk, were 
present. 
Mr. Alva Harris appeared on behalf of plaintiff. 
Mr. John Bach, defendant, appeared Pro Se. 
Mr. Bach presented basis for his motion and argued in support thereof. Mr. Harris argued 
in opposition. Mr. Bach argued in rebuttal. 
The Court will take this matter under advisement and will issue a written decision. 
Court was thus adjourned. 
c: Counsel 
CC-8041@ 1176 
MINUTE ENTRY - 1 
FILED IN CHAMBERS 
AT IDAHO FALLS 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 
LIPONIS, Trustee, 
Plaintiffs1 
Counterdefendants, 
v. 
JOHN N. BACH, 
Case No. CV-01-33 
OPINION, DECISION, AND ORDER ON 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS 
Defendant/ 
Counterclaimant. 
I. 
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
On February 14, 2001, Plaintiffs Jack Lee McLean and Mark J. Liponis (collectively 
"Plaintiffs") filed their complaint in this matter seeking primarily an accounting from Defendant 
John N. Bach ("Defendanty'). Plaintiffs allege that in 1994, they formed a joint venture with 
Defendant for the purpose of purchasing and developing real property in Driggs, Idaho, and attached 
a copy of the alleged written Joint Venture Agreement to the complaint. 
^ . ._  - uoc;i,!3 
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Liponis alleges that he contributed $60,500.00 to the purpose of the joint venture by directly 
paying the title company used for closing escrow of the real property purchased. McLean alleged 
that he contributed $5,000.00 directly to the title company upon closing, deposited $1,000.00 in 
earnest money with Teton Vista Realty (which was later transferred to the title company used for 
closing escrow on the real property purchased), and paid an additional $17,000.00 into the Joint 
Venture ($7,000.00 of which was paid directly to a Lee Bach at Defendant's request1) for a total of 
$23,000.00.~ Plaintiffs both allege that the property purchased was less than the amount of money 
contributed by both of them and less than the amount of money deposited with the escrow company. 
Plaintiffs allege that a refund was issued and deposited by Defendant into the Joint Venture trust 
account and that neither this refund nor the excess monies paid into the Joint Venture have been 
accounted for. 
On March 19,2001, by Notice of Removal filed by Defendant, the matter was removed to the 
United Stated District Court, District of Idaho, under 28 U.S.C, 5 1441(a)-(c). On May 9,2001, by 
Judgment of the United States District Court, District of Idaho, the matter was remanded to this 
Court. On September 20,2001, Defendant filed a counterclaim. 
McLean died in early ~ecember  2003 ? Defendant has now filed a motion seeking, inter alia: 
1) to have him appointed and substituted as the sole assignee and successor of the estate of ~ c ~ e a n ~ ;  
2) dismissal for failure to prosecute; 3) dismissal for failure to file mandatory counterclaim in Teton 
1 It is implied that the remaining $10,000.00 portion of the $17,000.00 payment was paid to directly to 
Defendant although McLean makes no definite statement regarding to whom the remaining $10,000.00 was given. 
2 McLean asserts in the Complaint that he provided only $22,000.00 to the joint venture, however, 
enumerates a total claim of $23,000.00. 
3 McLean has since been dismissed as a plaintiff in this suit. See This Court's January 3,2005 Order. 
4 Defendant contends that McLean granted him a power of attorney that empowers him to assign McLean's cause 
of action to himself, to dismiss McLean's complaint, and to fire McLean's counsel. 
, '-. <?' .< 
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County Case No. CV-02-208; 4) dismissal pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 12(~) (2) ;~  5) 
the application of res judicata, collateral estoppel, judicial estoppel, and quasi-estoppel; and 4) 
sanctions against Plaintiffs and their counsel. 
Hearing on the motion was held November 9, 2004, and the Court took the motion under 
advisement. Having considered the arguments of Defendant and of Plaintiffs counsel, and having 
reviewed the Court's file, the Court renders the following opinion. 
11. 
DEFENDANT CANNOT EXERCISE ANY POWER OF ATTORNEY ALLEGED 
GRANTED TO HIM BY McLEAN BECAUSE ANY EXISTING POWERS OF 
ATTORNEY TERMINATED AT McLEAN'S DEATH. 
Defendant seeks to terminate Alva A. Harris as counsel for Plaintiffs, to assign all rights, 
claims, and interests of McLean to Defendant, and, finally, to submit to judgment against Plaintiffs 
in all actions pending between Defendant and Plaintiffs. Defendant claims he has the authority to do 
so because of a power of attorney allegedly granted by McLean to Defendant. Plaintiffs contend that 
any such power of attorney has long since been revoked. 
If a power of attorney is not coupled with an interest, it is revoked by the death of the 
principal. See 3 Am. Jur. 2d Agency 8 52 (2004). Therefore, unless coupled with an interest, any 
power of attorney granted by McLean to Defendant terminated, at the latest, in December 2003.~ 
Defendant contends that the power of attorney granted to him by McLean survives McLean's death 
5 In his memorandum, Defendant explains that he seeks dismissal under I.R.C.P. 12(g)(2) because there is another 
action pending between the same parties for the same cause. The Court takes this to be a request for dismissal under 
' I.R.C.P. 12(b)(8). 
6 Plaintiffs have provided certain documents in which McLean purportedly revokes the power of attorney granted 
by him to Defendant. However, the authenticity and veracity of those documents are questionable. In any event, the 
Court's determination that the power of attorney would be revoked at McLean's death forecloses the need to address 
whether those documents revoked the power of attorney. 
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a e 
because it is "an irrevocable power of attorney with vested interests and lifetime rights coupled with 
irrevocable agency." 
However, a review of the language of the purported power of attorney indicates otherwise. 
The document is entitled "General Power of Attorney . . ." More importantly, no where does the 
document refer to any specific property or interest. The document merely speaks in general terms 
and indicates that McLean was empowering Defendant to be his general attorney in fact. Finally, 
except for the assertion quoted above, Defendant provides no argument or analysis as to why he 
concludes that the power of attorney is coupled with an interest. Similarly, Defendant cites no 
authority demonstrating that the language of the document creates apower coupled with an'interest.' 
Accordingly, the Court finds that the power of attorney granted by McLean to Defendant, if any, 
terminated at the death of McLean. Therefore, Defendant cannot exercise that power to assign 
McLeanYs cause of action to himself, to dismiss McLean's complaint, or terminate McLean's 
counsel. 
111. 
PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT WILL NOT BE DISMISSED FOR FAILURE TO 
PROSECTUE 
In Gerstner v. Washington Water Power Co., 122 Idaho 673,837 P.2d 799 (1 992), the Idaho 
Supreme Court stated that "[wlhen deciding whether to dismiss a case the district court must 
consider the length of delay caused by the failure to prosecute, the justification, if any, for such 
delay, and the extent of any resultant prejudice." Id. at 677,837 P.2d at 803 (citing Bartlett v. Peak, 
107 Idaho 284,688 P.2d 1189 (1984) and Rudy-Mai Farms v. Peterson, 109 Idaho 116,705 P.2d 
1071 (Ct.App. 1985). The decision is a discretionary one and will not be overturned on appeal absent 
7 Defendant cites, without explanation, McClusky v. Galland, 95 Idaho 472, 5 1 1  P.2d 289 (1975). However, 
McClusky merely stands for the proposition that, where an assignee obtains rights prior to the commencement of 
litigation, the assignee, rather than the assignor, is the real party in interest. 
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a showing of abuse of that discretion. Gerstner, 122 Idaho at 677,837 P.2d at 803. Furthermore, "it 
is an abuse of discretion 'to punish a period of delay' where the defendant has not established 
prejudice stemming from that delay," and prejudice "must exist regardless of the length of the delay 
and the rationale for the delay." Id. 
The Court finds that, at the current time, it would be an abuse of discretion to dismiss 
Plaintiffs' suit for failure to prosecute. Although some delay may be present in this case, that delay 
can be attributable to Defendant, as well as Plaintiffs. For example, the current case was delayed to 
allow time for the resolution of a suit brought by Defendant against plaintiffs.' Defendant's health 
1 also attributed to the delay. Finally, Defendant has made no showing of any specific prejudice to 
Defendant caused by the delay. Therefore, the Court declines to dismiss Plaintiffs suit for failure to 
prosecute. 
IV. 
PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT SHOULD NOT BE DISMISSED FOR FAILURE TO FILE 
MANDATORY COUNTERCLAIMS IN TETON COUNTY CASE NO. CV-02-208. 
Defendant argues that Plaintiffsy suit must be dismissed for their failure to file mandatory 
counterclaims in Teton County Case No. CV-02-208. The Court disagrees. Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 13(a) states that a party need not file a mandatory counterclaim if "at the time the action 
was commenced the claim was the subject of another pending action." I.R.C.P. 13(a)(l). The case at 
bar was pending at the time Teton County Case No. CV-02-208 was commenced. Therefore, 
Plaintiffs were not required to file any claims in that case that related to the subject matter ofthe case 
at bar. 
v .  
THERE IS NOT ANOTHER ACTION PENDING BETWEEN THE SAME PARTIES 
FOR THE SAME CAUSE. 
8 The case referred to is Teton County Case No. CV-02-208. 
(j;;iZ? 
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Defendant contends that Plaintiffs' action should be dismissed because Teton County Case 
No. CV-02-208 involves the same parties and the same cause. The Court disagrees. In the current 
action, Plaintiffs seek an accounting. Teton County Case No. CV-02-208 involved an action to quiet 
title. Accordingly, the case at bar and Teton County Case No. CV-02-208 do not involve the same 
cause. Therefore, the Court denies Defendant's motion to dismiss. 
VI. 
THE APPLICATION OF RES JUDICATA, COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL, JUDICIAL 
ESTOPPEL, AND QUASI-ESTOPPEL. 
In both his motion and at oral arguments, Defendant merely sought the application of the 
doctrines of res judicata, collateral estoppel, judicial estoppel, and quasi-estoppel. Defendant neither 
set forth the elements necessary for the application of those doctrines nor made any argument or 
explanation as to why those doctrines are applicable to the case at bar. Accordingly, the Court 
declines to address those issues. 
VII. 
SANCTIONS 
Defendant requests that the Court levy sanctions against Plaintiffs' counsel and Plaintiffs. 
However, the Court declines to impose any sanctions at this time. 
VIII. 
CONCLUSION 
Defendant's motions are denied. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. f 
Dated this d a y  of January, 2005. 
~ i s t f d t  Judge 
6;ai #;)p 
k. d 
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I) FILED IN CHAMBERS 
AT IDAHO FALLS 
BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
JACK LEE McLEAN and MARK J. 
LIPONIS, Trustee, 
Plaintiffs/ 
Counterdefendants, 
v. 
JOHN N. BACH, 
Defendant1 
Counterclaimant. 
Case No. CV-2001-033 
ORDER 
ORDER 
Defendant'Counterclaimant John N. Bach's Motion for the Dismissal with Prejudice of 
All Plaintiffs' Claims came before this Court on November 9, 2004. The Court finds that, with 
respect to Plaintiff Jack Lee McLean, Bach's motion should be granted. McLean died in early 
December 2003. Neither McLean's successors nor representatives have filed a motion for 
substitution. There has been no appearance by McLean's estate. The Court finds that 
substitution has not been made within a reasonable time. Therefore, pursuant to Idaho Rule of 
Civil Procedure 25(a), McLean is hereby dismissed as a plaintiff in this action. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this #4day of January, 2005. 
Jon % J. hindur g - 
~ i s & t  Judge 
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